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 THE RISE OF GAIUS JULIUS CAESAR, WITH
 AN ACCOUNT OF HIS EARLY FRIENDS,
 ENEMIES, AND RIVALS

 By Sir HENRY H. HOWORTH, K.C.I.E., F.R.S., Hon. .-P.

 Read December 14, 1906

 PART I

 IT is assuredly a memorable fact that the beginning of our
 history, which has been in many ways unmatched, should be
 closely associated with a personage so deservedly famous and
 so great as Julius Caesar. These islands were known to the
 geographers of an earlier age, and had been visited by mer-
 chants and other adventurous people, but they were rather
 the homes of wondrous tales and of romantic legends than
 treated as parts of the world of which the philosopher or
 the statesman need take account.

 It was reserved for the greatest man of affairs of all time
 to bring Great Britain within the sphere of observation and
 interest of the Roman people. It was left for him not only
 to plant his own masterful foot on our soil, but to be the
 first to lead his incomparable soldiers across our green hills,
 and thus let them be seen and felt at first hand by that race
 whose instinct for self-government and whose success in
 practical politics have been most completely matched by
 ourselves.

 Julius Cabesar in consequence becomes a particularly in-
 teresting personage to us Englishmen, and it ought to be a
 matter of special solicitude to us -to learn what manner of'
 man he was and how he became so. I propose in this mono-
 graph, in which I have tried to exhaust the materials, to
 illustrate as clearly as I can the earlier career of this remark-
 T.S.--VOL. I. D
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 34 TRANSACTIONS OF THE ROYAL HISTORICAL SOCIETY

 able personage until the close of his first consulate, a period
 of singularly dramatic history, about which a good many
 discussions have taken place in recent years. In doing this
 it will be necessary to devote more space to his contempo-
 raries and surroundings than is sometimes thought necessary
 in biographical compositions. The times were so critical,
 the career was so exceptional, the man himself was so unique,
 and the controversies that have arisen about his character

 and doings are so manifold and intricate, that we cannot do
 justice to him without running the risk of being supposed to
 devote too much space to the background of the picture.

 The gens or clan of the Julii belonged to the so-called
 gentes minores, i.e. the lesser clans of patrician rank.' It came
 originally from Alba Longa, the reputed mother of Rome.
 In the beginning of the last century there was found in the
 theatre of Bovillae, situated on the Appian Way and once
 a dependence of Alba Longa, an altar made of Alban
 feperino. It was afterwards preserved in the gardens of
 Prince Colonna, to whom Bovillae belonged. On this altar
 was inscribed in early letters on one side

 VEDIOVEI PATREI

 GENTEILES JULIEI
 and on the other

 LEEGE ALBANA DICATA.2

 This is the earliest monument extant in which the Julian
 house is mentioned, and it records the setting up of an altar
 to the curious pantheistic god Veiovis by the Julian clan in
 accordance with the Alban rite.

 In later times Tiberius restored the Julian sanctuary
 (Sacrarium) at Bovillae in honour of the family, and placed
 a statue of Augustus in it.'

 The Julian family, nobilissima et antiquissima as V. Pater-
 culus calls it, claimed to descend from Jullus or Ascanius, the

 Veil. Pat. iii. 29. Tacitus, Ann. xi. 24.
 2 C.I.L. i. p. 207, Klausen, Aeneas und die Penates, ii. io84 &c., and plate iv.

 where the altar is figured.

 a Tacitus, Annales, ii. 41; Hist. ii. 95; Sueton. Aug. Ioo.
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 THE RISE OF GAIUS JULIUS CAESAR 35

 son of Aeneas, grandson of the goddess Venus and of Anchises,'
 who was said to have founded Alba Longa after the fall of Troy.
 Hence why the bust of Venus Genetrix occurs on coins of
 the family and notably on those of Julius Caesar himself, and
 why his soldiers made her name their rallying cry at the
 battles of Pharsalus and Munda. Caesar himself dedicated

 a temple to her with great pomp in 46 B.C. in consequence of
 a vow made before the former battle.2 In the days of his
 supremacy, he distinguished the town of Ilium with special
 favour as the legendary home of his house. The head of
 Augustus with that of his ancestor Aeneas also occurs on the
 coins struck at the same place. According to Dionysius and
 Livy it was in the reign of Tullus Hostilius that Alba Longa
 was razed and its inhabitants were transferred to Rome. On

 this occasion they tell us that inter alias the Julian gens
 was admitted to a seat in the Senate, a share in the magis-
 tracy, and also to patrician rank.

 It is now generally recognised that a great deal of the
 earlier history of Rome was the product of the family
 annalists whose function it was to glorify the various aristo-
 cratic clans by constructing fictitious pedigrees and endowing
 their early members with heroic deeds, and that, on the other
 hand, the greater part of the genuine State archives perished
 in the Gallic invasion. I cannot avoid the conclusion that

 most, if not all, of the notices of the Julian family preceding
 the Punic wars are spurious (see note at the end of the memoir).

 The first member of the clan whose personality it is not
 possible to doubt was Sextus Julius Caesar who in 20o8 B.C.
 was sent as praetor to Sicily, and is afterwards found taking
 part in the struggle with the Carthaginians in Southern
 Italy, and in the appointment of a dictator on the death of
 the Consul Marcellus.3 He was the first of the family whom

 I Dion. Hal. i. 70 ;Vell. Pat. ii. 41. Jullus was the original Latin form, and
 was changed by Virgil into the trisyllabic Julus in conformity with its Greek
 etymology; Drumann, Gesck. Roam. ed. 19o6, iii. 107, note 3. It is interesting to
 note that the father and son of the Macedonian King Antipater were both called
 Iollos. From Jullus Julius was regularly formed.

 2 See Preller, Rom. Myth. 3rd ed. i. 444.  S Livy, xxvii. 21, 22 and 29.
 D2
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 the annalists call Caesar. The etymology of the word Caesar,
 or Caisar, as it is spelt on the coins of another, Sextus (the
 Dictator's uncle), and as it was pronounced, greatly exercised
 the ancients, but the generally received opinion was that it
 was derived from either the Punic or Moorish name for an

 elephant, casai or caesa,' and was'probably adopted as a cogno-
 men from some heroic feat performed by the earlier Sextus
 Caesar in which an elephant had a part. On a coin of the great
 Dictator we have as a type parlant, or punning emblem, an
 elephant trampling on a dragon, representing himself over-
 coming Ariovistus. It was from this Sextus Julius Caesar
 that all the subsequent Caesars were apparently descended.

 I have referred in the note at the end of this memoir to

 several members of the Caesar family who were distinguished
 in the first and second century B.C. We are now concerned
 only with those who were relatives of the great Dictator or
 connected with his career. Neither of the biographers of
 Caesar, Suetonius or Plutarch, tells us anything of his male
 ancestors. Both biographies are mutilated at the beginning,
 which accounts for the fact. The only record whence we
 can learn the names of his father and grandfather is the
 famous list of consuls called the 'Fasti Capitolini' from the
 fact that its fragments are preserved in the Capitoline
 museum. Originally the complete list was engraved on
 marble slabs, and was fastened to the walls of the temple
 of Castor or the Regia, in the Forum. It was compiled at
 the end of the reign of Augustus or beginning of that of
 Tiberius from the recognised official lists from which Dionysius,

 Livy and Diodorus took their consular data. Its contents
 differ from the latter lists chiefly in giving in many cases
 the names of the father and grandfather of the successive
 consuls.

 In the case of the great Dictator he is styled C. Julius
 Caesar C. f. C. n.2

 I write the name Gaius rather than Caius because it

 was so pronounced even when written Caius, as Quin-
 Spartian Ael. ii. 3; Serv. Verg. Aen. (286).  2 C.IL. i. p. 439-440.
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 THE RISE OF GAIUS JULIUS CAESAR 37

 tilian 1 and others tell us, and as is confirmed by the tran-
 scription of the name into Greek letters. It follows from
 the entries in the 'Fasti' (which can hardly be doubted
 since the record is so early) that the great Caesar's father and
 grandfather were both called Gaius.

 The praenomen Gaius, pleasantly reminiscent of Gaius
 Gracchus and Gaius Marius to the crowd, was a new one in the
 Julian family. It became a name of somewhat sinister omen,
 for several who bore it perished violently (see Suetonius'
 remark on this subject in his' Life of Caligula'). The fact
 that after the Punic wars its occurrence as a praenomen is so
 rare compared with its frequency in the suspicious notices of
 the family before those wars, affords evidence of their spuri-
 ousness. I am not sure that the Dictator's grandfather was
 not the first of the stock to bear it, the praenomina previously

 in use being Lucius and Sextus. As his grandson the
 Dictator was born 1oo B.C., it is not improbable that his own
 birth took place about 16o or 150 B.C., and he may have been
 the son of Sextus Julius Caesar, who was consul in 157 B.C.2
 Of him we only know the name, 'Gaius,' that he married
 Marcia, belonging to a very old Roman stock claiming descent
 from Ancus Martius (Suetonius' Caesar), and that he gave his
 daughter Julia to the Dictator Marius. It is probable that
 he had two sons, one of them named Gaius, the Dictator's
 father, and the other Sextus, who was consul in 91 B.C., and
 who in the' Fasti Capitolini' is styled C. f. ... n.,3 there being
 a break where the grandfather's name should be. This
 probable uncle of the Dictator, who, if so, was brother-in-law
 of Marius, was apparently the same person who struck coins
 as moneyer (according to Mr. Grueber, following de Salis), in
 99-95 B.c. These coins have the head of Roma on the
 obverse, and Venus Genetrix, the patroness of the family,
 crowned by Cupid and driving a biga, on the reverse. In

 I. vii. 28.

 2 It is noteworthy that a coin struck by a Sextus, which is no longer forth-
 coming, has been published (see Goltz. Fasti, 662, and Vaillant, Jul. 6) on which
 he was styled S. n. (see Drumann, op. cit. iii. 689, note 5).

 S C.I.L. i. p. 439.
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 the field is represented an anchor, possibly recording some
 naval victory. He was consul in 91 B.C. at the beginning of
 the Marsic war, and died as proconsul at Asculum in go B.C.'
 In the ' Fasti Capitolini' he is called, as I have said, C. f. ... n.
 If my conjecture be right, then the Dictator's grandfather was
 probably the uncle of the famous brothers Lucius and Gaius
 Caesar Strabo, both of whom had prominent careers. The
 former passed the first recorded Julian law, and commanded
 in the Samnite war; the other was an author of plays and
 an orator, who filled many high posts, and from having a
 squint in his eye was surnamed Strabo.2 Both of them were
 put to death by Marius in 87 B.C. In the following table I
 have given my tentative solution of the difficult problem in
 regard to the pedigree of the early Caesars :

 Sextus Julius Caesar,
 Praetor in Sicily, 208 B.C.

 Sextus Julius Caesar L. Julius Caesar,
 S.f. L.n. Propraetor of Cisalpine Gaul,

 Mil. Tribune, 18i B.C. B.C. 183.
 Consul, 157 B.c. C

 Lucius Julius Caesar,
 Praetor in 166 B.C.

 (Livy, xiv. 44.)

 1 I I
 L. J. Caesar S.f. Sextus Jul. Caesar, Gaius J. Caesar,

 Married Marcia Popillia, Praetor Urbanus in grandfather
 widow of Q. Catulus. Senator 123 B.C. of the
 in the time of the Gracchi. Dictator.

 (Eph. Epig. iv. 219.)

 II I Dictator
 Lucius J. Caesar G. J. Caesar Strabo, G. J. Caesar, Sextus Julia Marius

 L.f. S.n., killed by Marius, Praetor in J. Caesar G.f. I
 Consul in 91 Br ., 87 B.c. 84 B.C., father Consul in
 married Fulvia, of the 90 B.C.
 killed by Marius, Dictator = Aurelia.
 87 P.c. I

 The Dictator,
 Lucius Caesar, G. J. Caesar.

 Quaestor in 77 B.c. and Consul in 64 B.c.

 I Appian, de Be. Civ. ch. 48; Cic. Com. Asc. p. 61 ; Florus, ii. 6, 8.
 ' We are told of his literary style 'festivitate et facetiis C. Julius L. f. et

 superioribus et aequalibus suis omnibus praestitit.' Cic. Brut. xlviii. 177.
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 THE RISE OF GAIUS JULIUS CAESAR 39

 While the parallel and doubtless older branch of the
 Julii, whose praenomina were chiefly Sextus and Lucius,
 remained attached to the ancestral politics of the family,
 that of the patrician party, Caesar's grandfather, apparently
 broke away from them and became connected with the
 democracy-a not unusual thing with younger sons. Froude
 aptly cites, in illustration of the fact, the English instance of
 the Cromwells of Hinchinbrook and their more distinguished
 cadet, Oliver Cromwell. No better proof of the political
 tendencies of Caesar's grandfather could be quoted than the
 fact that he married his daughter Julia, Caesar's aunt, to the
 self-made soldier, the Dictator Marius.

 Of Julia's brother, the father of Caesar, we know certainly
 only that he was a praetor and died suddenly at Pisa in
 84 B.C.' This points to his having had Cisalpine Gaul for his
 province. Klausen identifies him probably with a G. Caesar,
 who is named by Macrobius as rex sacrorum.2 His wife
 was named Aurelia, and doubtless belonged to the powerful
 stock of the Cottas, who were of Sabine origin and plebeian
 status, and it is probable, as Drumann suggested, that she was
 the sister of C. Aur. Cotta, M. A. Cotta, and L. A. Cotta,
 who were successively consuls in 75, 74, and 65 B.C.

 Besides being the mother of the Dictator she also had
 two daughters, who were called Julia, like their aunt. The
 elder one, Julia major, married successively L. Pinarius and
 Q. Pedius; the other, Julia minor, married M. Atius Balbus,
 and thus became the grandmother of the Emperor Augustus.

 It has been generally agreed that the great Caesar was
 born on the 4th of the Ides of the month Quintilis-i.e.
 the 12th July.3 It was a remarkable distinction that that

 ' Pliny, Hist. Nat. vii. 53, 54.
 2 Macr. Sat. ii. 9; Klausen, lo64, note 213Ia.

 3 Appian, (o0p. cit.) ii. io6; Macrobius, Sat. i. 12, 34; C.L.L. . pp. 244 and
 248. Cassius Dio says (xlvii. 18, 6) that when Caesar was forty-two his birthday
 coincided with the Apollo games, which would make it the 13th, in which view
 A. W. Zumpt (De dict. Caesaris die et anno natali commentatio, Berlin, 1874)
 agrees; but Drumann (op. cit.) shows (iii. pp. 126, 127) that the date of these
 games varied.
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 -month should in after times have been called Julius in his
 honour,' and that it should be still universally so called in
 the calendar. The month of August was similarly named
 after Caesar's heir, Augustus. The consistent statement of
 Suetonius,2 Plutarch,3 and Appian,4 that at the time of his
 death (March 15, 44 B.C.) Caesar was in his fifty-sixth year,
 and that of Velleius Paterculus 5 that he was eighteen at the
 time of the proscription of Sulla, has made it almost uni-
 versally accepted that Caesar was born in the 654th year of
 the Roman Calendar, i.e. in 100oo B.C.

 Mommsen in his History contested this date on the
 ground that he would in that case have been under the legal
 age when he received certain public appointments. He
 accordingly dates his birth on July 12, 102 B.C. It is, of
 course, a very unlikely thing, prima facie, that so many
 ancient authors should have attested the fact, and that all
 antiquity should have been unanimous on the subject, and
 yet that they should have been two years wrong in the birth-
 year of so famous a person, who had such high connections,
 and whose family fasti must have contained decisive evidence
 about it. Mommsen's view was sharply and ably criticised
 by the authors of the ' Vie de C6sar,' who showed that the
 rule about the age-qualification for certain appointments was
 Dy no means rigidly adhered to. The same position was
 maintained by C. Nipperney in a memoir in the' Transactions
 of the Saxon Academy,' 1865.6

 A curious and apparently conclusive reference in Plutarch
 was apparently overlooked by Mommsen and others, and
 seems to put the basis of his contention out of court.
 Plutarch says that once Laelius reproached Cicero in full
 Senate with sitting silent when Caesar, who was not yet come
 to years of maturity, applied for the consulship contrary to
 law.7 This shows that even in regard to the consulship the

 I Censorinus, de Die nat. c. 22, I6 ; Cicero, Ep. ad Atticum, xvi. r.
 2 Caesar, 88.  3 Caesar, 69.  * Op. cit. ii. 149.  ' II. 4I.
 6 V. p. 3, &c, See also Zumpt (op. cit.) and Drumann, iii. 126.
 r Plutarch, Comparison of Demosthenes and Cicero.
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 THE RISE OF GAIUS JULIUS CAESAR 41

 rule was lax, and it probably proved so in Caesar's own case.
 Mommsen's view, which has been generally accepted on the
 strength of his great authority, does not therefore seem
 sustainable, and it is very nearly certain that Caesar was
 in fact born in the year 100oo B.C., the same year when his
 uncle Marius entered upon his sixth consulship. Cicero and
 Pompey were both six years older.

 The tie of the small child (who was to change the course
 of the world's history so effectually) with Marius was a very
 potent element in his fortunes, and we must now consider the
 kind of man the latter was. He is described by the annalists
 as a fierce, rough, indomitable soldier, who had won a soldier's
 laurels in Africa, and had saved his country from the terrible
 Cimbri and Teutones, on whom he had inflicted two crushing
 defeats. He was stern, austere, morose, and unpolished.
 Like many self-made men he was also envious, jealous, and
 prone to take offence. He is described as having literally
 sprung from the plough, which was probably a picturesque
 exaggeration, but he was clearly only a small farmer by
 origin, and retained his rusticity to the end.

 In spite of his plebeian origin he gave himself grand airs
 and lived luxuriously, and, like others of his class, qualified
 this self-indulgence by penurious and avaricious ways, doubt-
 less the outcome of his early struggles. To the polished
 Sybarites of the Roman aristocracy these marks of vulgarity
 and his boorish manners were intolerable, as was their
 superciliousness to him. A successful and brave soldier
 and an honest man he certainly was, but he was a pitiful
 statesman, with small and sordid ideals, who was used by the
 democratic party as a trenchant weapon against its enemies.

 It was in the year IoI B.C. that Marius returned to Rome
 after his great campaign against the Northern hordes to
 celebrate his triumph. Things were going badly with the
 restored oligarchy, which, since the downfall of the Gracchi,
 had proved itself impotent for good. The place of the
 famous democratic brothers was vacant, and the crowd
 looked on their favourite general as the very-man who
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 would regenerate the State, for he was brave and honest.
 He might do this by increasing his special powers as Im-
 perator at the head of his unmatched soldiers, or by more
 constitutional methods when his popularity would greatly
 help him. He chose the latter plan, and after enjoying
 his triumph he in fact disbanded his troops, and then
 proceeded to ally himself with the leaders of the popular
 party, who could at least control the crowd and knew its moods
 and ways. Among them, the most influential leaders were
 L. Appul. Saturninus and G. Ser. Glaucia, aggressive and gifted
 demagogues. They agreed that Marius should be nominated
 as consul for the sixth time in the year 100oo B.C., while his
 allies were nominated for other high posts. The Senate's
 determined opposition notwithstanding, Marius was elected.
 The democratic leaders had prepared and launched a scheme
 for planting a number of Roman and Italian colonists on the
 conquered lands of Carthage and on those of the Celtic tribes
 beyond the Alps, which were treated as having belonged to
 the Cimbri.1 In this distribution the soldiers of- Marius were

 to amply share, while the trading class of the capital and the
 proletarians were bribed in other ways. Partly by intimida.
 tion and partly by cajolery these laws, known as the
 Appuleian Laws, were carried, and the only senator who
 refused to see them carried out, the sturdy, conservative
 general and statesman, Quintus Metellus, a determined
 opponent of Marius, preferred to go into exile.

 The apparent success of the coalition was short-lived.
 Moderate men were frightened at the prospect of an alliance
 between such inexperienced and incompetent politicians
 (who traded on the prestige of the great soldier) and the
 disintegrating elements of society. The trading class, indeed,
 now drew nearer to the Senate and the party it represented.
 Meanwhile Marius, himself untrained and unpractised in
 politics, began to quarrel with his allies. He grew afraid
 of their political extravagance, disapproved of their methods,
 and openly wavered, and, it was said, negotiated with both
 sides. The democratic leaders, who knew how dangerous

 I Appian (op. cit.) i. 29.
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 the whole position was, therefore came to an open rupture
 with him and directly flouted him, carrying the mob
 with them. The consul who had been a ploughman now
 sided with the Senate, and on December Io, 100oo B.C., the
 first fight in all its history which occurred in Rome between
 the citizens took place. The popular party was beaten,
 and its leaders were ruthlessly killed by the victorious
 young aristocrats throwing tiles down on them from the
 roofs of the houses, and this in spite of Marius's wish to
 save them. 'Without sentence or trial there died on this

 day,' says Mommsen, 'four magistrates of the Roman
 people-a praetor (i.e. Glaucia), a quaestor (Saturninus),
 two tribunes of the people, and a number of other well-
 known men, some of whom belonged to good families. In
 spite of the grave faults by which the chiefs had invited
 this bloody retribution, they fell like advanced posts which
 are left unsupported by the main army, and are forced to
 perish without aim in a conflict of despair.' 1 The halo
 round the head of Marius had disappeared. In a few
 months there had collapsed and disappeared such a reputa-
 tion and such popularity as had seldom been matched.
 He had succeeded by a kind of accident to the political
 heritage of the Gracchi without their political knowledge,
 experience and insight, and had brought their cause and his
 own into a woeful plight. Nor could he help the humiliating
 conclusion that he, as consul, had been the ally, and ought
 to have been the champion, of the slaughtered democrats.
 He now went off to the East professedly in pursuance of
 a vow, but really to avoid the chagrin of seeing his old
 opponent Q. Metellus return in triumph. While there, he
 tried to incite Mithridates to war by boorish phrases, hoping
 that in such case he might recover his reputation, for war
 was a game he knew well. His plans, however, failed. When
 he returned presently to Rome he had become a negligible
 quantity in politics. No one heeded what he did or said.
 It was during the events here related that his nephew Caesar
 was born. For some years Marius withdrew from politics, as

 Mommsen, iii. 476.
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 did his -future rival Sulla, and the only incident we hear
 about later is characteristic of the crude tastes of a soldier.

 When he was praetor in 93 B.C. he showed in the circus
 an extravagant pageant, in which a hundred lions were
 hunted by Numidian archers.

 After the collapse of his efforts at civil government Marius
 apparently felt that this was not his rdle, and he pined like
 a stabled war-horse for the sound of drum and trumpet.
 This shrill summons came again presently. For some years
 reaction had had its way. A new movement was meanwhile
 started, however, showing that in Rome, as often in our own
 country, the forces of politics were rearranging themselves.
 In the recent struggle against Marius the aristocrats had
 joined hands with the so-called equites, or tradesmen and
 merchants. The interests of the two classes were by no
 means identical, and the latter class had, in fact, owing to the
 efforts of the Gracchi, secured a very powerful influence
 which they did not wisely use, and of which they had deprived
 the senatorial party-namely, that of forming the panel for
 the judices, or jurymen. Friction grew rapidly between the
 men of old acres and the men of new fortunes, and at least
 one question of high political moment was at stake. The
 Roman State had been torn for a long period by the claim of
 the Italian communities subject to its rule to share in the
 rights and privileges of its citizenship. This was resisted by
 the conservative elements in the country, who, like the modern
 Magyars, looked upon these neighbours as aliens, whose speech
 and manners were foreign, and who had had no part or share in
 building up the great power whose citizenship they wished
 to share; while on the other hand the claim was supported
 by the popular party and by a succession of able tribunes.
 The Gracchi had fallen in pressing this fight, and the same
 struggle was now generalled by another capable tribune, an
 able and far-seeing politician, Marcus Livius Drusus, who
 belonged to the patrician class, and might have saved it from
 many disasters if they had supported him.

 In the year 91 B.C. he as tribune proposed a series of
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 laws : first, to restore the function of jurymen to the senators ;

 secondly, to increase the public largesses to the poor, and to
 set apart the undistributed arable land in Italy, including
 Campania and the best part of Sicily, for the settlement of
 poor citizens as colonists; and, lastly, to extend the Roman
 citizenship to the Italian allies of Rome. These laws,
 however excellent in themselves, were an open bid by the
 champion of the aristocrats to the crowd to help them to defeat
 the plutocracy. They were carried, but with difficulty. The
 aristocrats however, proved weak-kneed and lukewarm, and
 did not support their champion, and their opponents were
 aggressive and resolute. The Livian laws were accordingly
 abrogated, and their author was soon after found dead,
 whether assassinated or not no one could tell.

 The death of Livius Drusus and the defeat of his schemes

 had a far-reaching effect elsewhere. It seemed to deprive
 the Italian allies of Rome of their last hope of obtaining by
 constitutional means the rights of citizenship which they had
 long claimed, and to which the help they had given the
 commonwealth at critical times entitled them. As they had
 no votes they had no part or responsibility in governing the
 State, while they only shared very partially in the benefits of

 the more humane laws of recent years. They were obliged
 to supply much larger contingents of recruits to the army
 than the Roman burgesses, and were treated by the local
 authorities with arbitrary cruelty and exaction which would

 not have been tolerated at Rome. Quite recently, again,
 a cruel law had been passed (like those against the Jews in
 Russia) prohibiting their residence in the capital. They had,
 in fact, been looked upon more and more as strangers, and as
 victims to be plundered and utilised than as fellow-subjects
 of the same empire. Disaffection was rife all over the
 peninsula, and came to a speedy head on the revocation of
 the Livian laws already mentioned. The revolt spread fast
 and widely, and was led by the indomitable Samnites; and it
 taxed very keenly the resources of Rome to meet it and to
 put it down. 'Thus began a few months after the death of
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 Drusus, in the course of 91-90 B.C., the struggle (as one of
 the coins of the insurgents represents it) of the Sabellian ox
 against the Roman she-wolf.'

 The Roman armies were commanded, as was then the
 rule, by the two consuls, P. R. Lupus and Lucius Julius
 Caesar, the latter no doubt a kinsman of the Dictator and
 closely attached to the aristocratic party. He had some
 distinguished lieutenants under him, including Sulla, Crassus,
 T. Didius, P. Lentulus, and M. Marcellus.1 Marius also held
 a subsidiary command in the army. The forces on each side
 were well matched in numbers and efficiency. The first year
 of the war ended with distinct gains for the rebels. The
 Romans sustained more than one defeat, and the consul
 Lupus was killed. Their spirits were partially restored by
 a success of Lucius Caesar at Acerrae, and another of Gn.
 Pomp. Strabo at Picenum; but the strain of the position is
 best measured by the fact that a law was proposed by the
 surviving consul which was known as the Julian law de
 Civitate, being the first one for which the Julian house was
 responsible. It conceded the full citizenship to all the
 burgesses of Italian communities and towns which had not
 declared against Rome. By a second enactment (the Plautian
 law) the right was secured to any qualified persons who
 claimed it within two months. The restriction, however,
 was enforced that the new men were only to be enrolled in
 eight of the tribes instead of all the thirty-five, just as
 freedmen were enrolled in four specified tribes only. This
 was no doubt to secure the ultimate decision on all questions
 to the old citizens. All the Latin colonies in Cisalpine Gaul
 at the same time apparently received the same privilege,
 while the rest of that community south of the Po, together
 with all the country from the Po to the Alps, were assimilated
 to the Latin towns of inferior position.

 These concessions, which if made generously before the
 war might have entirely prevented it, nevertheless proved
 a great recruiting impetus for the Roman ranks. It was

 Appian, de Bell. Civ. i. 40.
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 further determined to withdraw two of the principal generals
 whose conduct of the war it was thought had not shown
 sufficient vigour: Lucius Caesar, whose consulate had
 ended, was replaced by his lieutenant L. Sulla, while the
 conqueror of the Cimbri, Marius (who had meanwhile suc-
 ceeded Lupus as commander-in-chief by a decree of the
 Senate) was, notwithstanding some marked successes he had
 gained against the Marsians, displaced in favour of the new
 Consul, Lucius Porcius Cato. Strabo retained, now that he
 had become the other consul, his command at Picenum. The
 war was pressed on every side with skill, pertinacity, and
 vigour. Success followed success, due partially to Strabo, and
 more especially as was thought to Sulla, a view perhaps depen-
 dent upon the latter's own memoirs as its ultimate authority,
 but doubtless substantially right, for he was commander-in-
 chief and a soldier of high capacity. The tough and stubborn
 farmers of Samnium and Lucania were the last to submit.

 The recall of Marius must have been very galling to the
 old hero, and it was made more so by the fact that the general
 who had won the chief laurels in the Social war, and had
 thus eclipsed him, was an old lieutenant of his own, Sulla,
 who now in 88 B.C. became consul. He was the special
 prot6g6 of the aristocrats, who Marius felt hated him, and
 perhaps had mingled politics with their judgment when they
 deprived him of his command. He still remained, however, a
 popular hero and his name was still a great name to conjure
 with, but age (he was 68) and various excesses had qualified
 the old fire and skill of 'the saviour of Rome' a quarter of a
 century before.

 Sulla differed from him in most respects. While he was
 of humble origin, Sulla belonged to one of the greatest and
 oldest of Roman families, the Cornelii, and was endowed with
 the proud and haughty bearing of a Roman patrician. He
 was also the idol of his troops, whom he understood well, and
 whom he had led to victory after victory. Now that the
 Social war was ended the Romans had to face a fresh war in

 the East, against a foe of great reputation, namely Mithri-
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 dates, king of Pontus, and Sulla as consul was entitled to
 command the forces sent against him. To this command
 Marius set up a claim, the same kind of claim which other
 veterans who have not realised that their day as soldiers has
 gone by, have set up on other occasions. He minimised the
 importance and danger of the enterprise, which he knew
 would be at least a profitable one. In order to show how
 youthful and vigorous he was, the foolish old man, whose
 dignity was sacrificed in the process, went down into the
 'Campus Martius' (the great exercising ground of the troops),
 and there competed with the young soldiers in feats of horse-
 manship and gymnastics.

 Meanwhile the political issues between the two parties
 at Rome were again coming to a head. Sulpicius Rufus,
 the best speaker there in his day (according to Cicero)
 and once a foremost champion of the aristocrats, to whom he
 belonged by connections and wealth, had gone over to the
 popular side. Renouncing his patriciate, he had been elected
 tribune, and become a strong champion of the aims of the
 reforming party at Rome. In 88 B.C., the year of Sulla's
 consulship, Sulpicius proceeded to propose a large extension
 of the Julian law-namely to confer the complete citizenship
 upon all Italians as far as the Alps. This proposal would
 hardly have caused a civil war, for many moderate men of
 the aristocratic party approved of it. It was, in fact, merely
 an extension of rights already partially conceded. He went
 on, however, to propose the forfeiture of their position in the
 Senate by all insolvent senators; to allow all burgesses who
 had been recently condemned by packed juries to return
 home ; to give the right of voting in all tribes instead of only
 in four to the freedmen ; and, lastly, to substitute Marius for
 Sulla in the Eastern command. These were matters closely
 affecting the interests of the ruling caste, and raised questions
 of privilege for which all aristocracies and bureaucracies must
 eventually fight if challenged. Sulla, who had obviously
 very direct personal interests involved, as he also had the
 purpose of sustaining his own class, marched upon Rome
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 with his six legions of veterans as the avowed champion of
 the aristocratic party, which to him meant the only party
 capable of duly governing the State. It was the first time
 for 250 years that any legionary in arms had entered the
 sacred boundary of the city. Sulla lighted his watch-fires in
 the Forum itself. The people vainly resisted. Sulpicius
 was killed. Marius,' the saviour of his country,' had to fly
 for his life and a price was put on his head. Twelve of the
 prominent popular leaders were executed without trial and
 without appeal; the rest of the principal men of the popular
 party escaped either to Africa or Spain. The whole pro-
 ceeding was an outrageous breach of every Roman precedent
 and constituted a real revolution. As Mommsen says,' It
 was the first military intervention in the civil feuds of Rome,
 and it proved that when the issue came to fighting the
 citizen's bludgeon was no match for the weapons of the
 soldier. It was the conservative party which first drew
 sword, and which in due time experienced the ominous
 words of the Gospel as to those who first have recourse
 to it.'

 The Sulpician laws were cancelled, and the head of their
 author was attached to that rostrum in the Forum whence he

 had swayed the crowd with his eloquence so shortly before,
 a brutal example which was followed on a larger scale
 presently when the wheel of fortune had taken another turn.
 Illegalities of administration were now supplemented by
 irregular changes in the constitution, prescribed and carried
 through with the avowed intention of restoring the oligarchy
 to its ancient dominance, not on the initiative of the legal
 authorities, but by a victorious general whose acts were
 eagerly approved by a Senate fighting for its privileges.
 According to Appian, a law was enacted enforcing a legal
 maximum of interest, and arrangements were made for plant-
 ing a number of new colonies. Three hundred new members
 known to be favourable to the oligarchy were added to the
 Senate after careful selection. Reviving a long obsolete law,
 Sulla gave a large proportionate power of voting to the
 T.S.-VOL. I. E
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 moneyed classes, thus virtually excluding the less wealthy from
 the election of consuls, praetors, and censors, while the
 tribunes of the people were stripped of half their power.
 Their right of veto was retained, but it was provided that no
 law or measure of any kind was henceforth to be submitted
 to the popular assembly till it had been considered by the
 Curia, and had received the sanction of the Senate.

 Having hedged round the Senate with its restored privi-
 leges and made it, as he thought, almost impracticable to
 prevent any new invasion of them, Sulla exacted an oath
 from the two new consuls, Gnaeus Octavius and Lucius
 Cinna, to maintain the new constitution. Both belonged by
 origin to the aristocratic party, but the latter was by no
 means devoted to Sulla, who now set out for the East to
 face Mithridates, whose might grew daily; to reconquer
 the Eastern provinces which the exactions of the Roman
 publicans had exasperated into rebellion, and to stop the
 abuses there. This was in 87 B.C.

 Let us now return for a moment to Marius. It is no part
 of my story to relate in detail the broken fortunes of the old
 man who, notwithstanding his tactless and inept attempts at
 statesmanship, had put the Roman State under undying
 obligations. In his flight he escaped from one refuge and
 one danger to another. Deserted by his old friends, he was
 virtually alone when pursued by the savage rancour of Sulla's
 officers. A party of them sought him out in a bog where
 he had stripped and buried himself among the mud and
 reeds. There he was found and thence he was taken before

 the magistrates of Minturna, by whom he was condemned
 to death, but no one could be found who would put to death
 the saviour of Italy. He was accordingly released and
 supplied with a boat, with which he set sail for Carthage.
 The Roman governor Sextilius sent to remind him that he
 was an outlaw, and must not stay in Africa. 'What answer
 must I take back ?' said the officer. ' Tell him,' he said in
 a famous phrase, 'that thou hast seen the exile Marius
 sitting on the ruins of Carthage.' He thus linked the fate
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 of Carthage and his own as a warning to the praetor.1
 Meanwhile news reached him that great changes had ensued
 in Rome. The two consuls there had quarrelled. Scarcely
 indeed had Sulla set out for his Eastern campaign when one
 of them, Cinna-who, although a patrician by origin, had
 sympathies with the popular party, and was apparently
 supported by the wealthy burgesses (equites), who were
 not very keen champions of an aristocratic supremacy-
 broke his political ties. In conjunction with one of the
 tribunes he summoned the crowd, which was probably
 largely recruited by unenfranchised Italians and by numerous
 exiles who were called home, to meet in the Forum. He
 demanded the re-enactment of the Sulpician laws giving
 equal rights to all the Italians, the recall of those who had
 been banished after the Sulpician revolution, and generally
 the power to cancel the recent legislation. He was seconded
 by one of the most remarkable Romans of that remarkable
 age, a soldier and a man of sterling worth and genius,
 Q. Sertorius, as well as by the tribune Carbo. Cinna's
 colleague in the consulate, on the other hand, marshalled
 the forces of the senatorial party, entered the Forum, and
 having in vain asked the crowd to disperse, initiated a
 massacre. The number of corpses was estimated at o,0ooo.
 Cinna and the tribune fled, but not far. By a decree of
 the Senate they were outlawed, a punishment well deserved,
 says Velleius Paterculus, but a dangerous example, and
 Lucius Claudius Merula was appointed consul in Cinna's place.
 It was, in fact, a desperate piece of folly on the part of the
 oligarchy to arouse the passions of the crowd by such an act
 as they had perpetrated, especially in a community where
 there was a large body of disbanded soldiers, many of whom
 had natural sympathies with their relatives and friends who
 had been murdered; and a large recruiting area close at hand
 among the disfranchised Italians. They gathered round
 Cinna and Sertorius, while Marius, having heard what had
 happened, and probably at Cinna's invitation, returned again,

 Plutarch, Marius, xl.
 &2
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 and proved a rallying post for many thousands whom he had
 once led to victory in his glorious wars. He was in no pleasant
 humour. A price had been set on his head, his home had
 been destroyed, his property had been confiscated, he himself
 had been chased like a wild beast. The Senate tried to be

 conciliatory by surrendering their newly gained privileges,
 but it was too late. They were abandoned even by their
 friends among the soldiers. Marius entered Rome at the
 head of a cruel army, himself exasperated, and with undying
 hatred for those who had so defied him. Incited by passionate
 clamour his soldiers proceeded to commit a ruthless slaughter.
 It was determined not to select individual victims, but to
 have all the notable men of the optimate party put to death
 and to confiscate their property. The gates were closed ; for
 five days and five nights the bloodshed continued without
 intermission. Even afterwards the execution of individuals

 who had escaped or been overlooked was of daily occurrence,
 and for months the bloody persecution went on throughout
 Italy. Among the slain were Octavius the consul; the cele-
 brated victor of Acerrae, Lucius Caesar, consul in 664; and
 his brother Gaius, a dramatist, poet, and orator; Marius
 Antonius, consul in 665, the first pleader of his time;
 Publius Crassus, consul in 657, and a distinguished soldier,
 interesting to us from the fact that he had visited the
 Cassiterides, or British Tin Islands; and Quintus Catulus,
 consul in 652, and half-brother of the two Caesars above-
 mentioned, the associate of Marius in his most glorious
 victory. The heads of the slain consuls were ordered to be
 affixed to the rostra in the Forum. Marius publicly em-
 braced the man who brought him the head of Antonius. He
 had particular corpses dragged through the Forum, and that
 of J. Caesar stabbed afresh at the tomb of Q. Varius, whom
 Caesar had presumably once impeached. Fifty of the prin-
 cipal senators perished (and their heads were exposed in the
 Forum), so did over a thousand equites. A special legion of en-
 franchised slaves, called the Ardyaens, acted as executioners,
 and plundered and murdered with impunity. The old. man
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 Marius seemed possessed indeed with an insane fury for
 bloodshed. No form of law was observed; a glance from
 himself, or even his silence, was accepted as a sentence of
 death, and the victim was immediately executed. It was in
 fact a parallel to the mad orgies of Ivan the Terrible, and
 was inspired very largely by Marius's personal rancour, envy,
 and jealousy of his younger rival, Sulla, and by chagrin and
 bitter hatred of the aristocrats, who he deemed had treated
 him with shameful contumely and despite, and been un-
 grateful to him after having saved the State from destruction.
 As Mommsen says,' He took vengeance on the whole genteel
 pack that had embittered his victories and envenomed his
 defeats, and he had been enabled to retaliate for every
 sarcasm by a stroke of the dagger.' He had indeed fulfilled
 the pregnant description of him by Mirabeau when the
 latter said,' The Mother of the Gracchi scattered the dust
 of her murdered sons in the air, and out of it sprang
 C. Marius.' What probably gave him the most pleasure
 was securing that Sulla should be declared a public enemy,
 confiscating his property and burning his houses, abrogating
 his enactments, and driving his high-born wife Metella
 and her children into a rapid exile. Never before surely,
 and never since, was a victorious general of such fame and
 capacity as Sulla, while still at the head of an indomitable
 army flushed with daily victories, thus treated.

 Marius did not long survive his triumph. Having been
 again, and for the seventh time, appointed consul with
 C. Cinna for a colleague, he died a few months later on,
 January 13, 86 B.C.

 A grim and forgotten story is told by Valerius Maximus
 about the funeral of Marius, and it recalls the mortuary
 tragedies of another date. A suitably notable victim to be
 immolated on his tomb was found, he says, in Scaevola
 (Q. Mucius Scaevola), who was pontiff and one of the most
 distinguished of the aristocracy. He was conducted with
 pomp to the funeral pyre. He was struck by the sacrificing
 priest with his knife, but the blow was badly aimed and did
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 not kill him. He, in fact, recovered, and was then prosecuted
 by the tribune Flavius Fimbria for having avoided the blow
 (quod parcius telum recepisset).'

 At the time of his death Marius was seventy years old
 and, as we have seen, had had the unparalleled honour of
 seven consulships, had amassed a regal fortune, and in his
 earlier days had been a fine, brave, successful soldier. It was
 tragical that with such antecedents he should have passed
 away amid the rejoicings of the best and most moderate
 people in Rome, and with the reputation of a cruel, heartless,
 and unscrupulous tyrant. He was the first Dictator of Rome
 in the modern sense, and the first institutor of that form of
 personal government called after his nephew Caesarism, in
 which the law was supplanted by the personal and arbitrary
 will of the ruler. It is impossible to judge fairly of, or even
 to understand Caesar's character or career without recalling
 the facts which are here condensed. Of all famous men he

 was probably most influenced by the surroundings among
 which his younger days were passed, and the ties and con-
 nections which united him, a Roman aristocrat, to the party
 of the people. He was not like other aristocrats by birth
 who adopted democratic views because they were useful and
 helped his ambition. He was born in the party. His nearest
 relations belonged to it. The greatest man of action it had
 hitherto produced was his uncle, and from the beginning he
 must have been imbued with its traditions, engrained with
 its hopes and ambitions, and inspired to become its leader,
 for ambition was his very life-blood, as he himself confessed.
 Caesar's mother Aurelia, as we have seen, was the sister of
 high-placed officials, three of them having apparently been
 consuls, and her family was closely tied to the service of the
 gods.2 She is described as an austere and religious woman,
 and it was doubtless from her that her son derived his strong
 character and capacity. We know very little of his boyhood,

 IVal. Max. Fact. et Dict. Mem. ix. xi. ; Cicero, who also tells the story,
 cites it as a proof of Fimbria's wickedness, see Orat. pro Sext. Rosc. xii. 33.

 2 Festus says the name of the Gens Aurelia was derived from this fact.
 Festus, de Carm. Salia. Relig. iv.
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 for both the biographies of Suetonius and Plutarch are
 mutilated at the beginning. Tacitus tells us his mother
 devoted herself to the education of her children. He com-

 pares her with Cornelia, the mother of the Gracchi, and Atia,
 the mother of Augustus,1 while Suetonius tells us that his
 early master was M. Antonius Gnipho, a freedman from Gaul
 (i.e. Cisalpine Gaul). He describes the latter as a man of
 singular ability and good memory, equally at home in Greek
 and Latin, and with a happy temperament and good manners,
 He at first taught his distinguished pupil at the latter's home
 and afterwards at his own house, where he seems to have
 kept a school which was attended by other distinguished
 men, among them being Marcus Cicero, and he wrote a good
 deal on philology.2 The fact that Caesar and Cicero went to
 the same school may be supplemented by the statement of
 Cicero himself, that he and his brother Quintus, as well as
 their cousin Caius Varro, were friends of Caesar's young
 days. This would be otherwise probable, for the Ciceros'
 home was at Arpinum, where Marius had his residence.3
 The latter's adopted son, the younger Marius, was doubtless
 also a companion of Caesar and the two Ciceros.

 Like other Roman boys of good birth, Caesar learnt Greek
 as a matter of course. The last words he uttered when dying
 were Greek. This was in fact hardly an accomplishment at
 Rome where everyone spoke it. It will be remembered how
 the Emperor Claudius, addressing a stranger there a century
 later said, speaking of Greek and Latin: ' You know our
 two languages.' Suetonius, apparently on the authority of
 Q. Tubero, tells us how Caesar wrote when young (ab
 adulescentulo) a work in praise of Hercules, a tragedy on
 Oedipus, and made a collection of choice phrases (dicta collec-
 tanea).5 These works were probably crude and immature, for

 I Dialogue on the Orators, xxviii.
 2 Suetonius, de ill. Gramm. 7; Macrobius, Sat. iii. 12, 8.
 * 'Ac primum illud tempus familiaritatis et consuetudinis, quae mihi cum

 illo, quae fratri meo, quae Caio Varroni consobrino nostro, ab omnium nostrum
 adolescentia fuit, praetermitto (Cic. de Provinciis consularibus, 17).

 Suetonius, Claudius, xlii.  5 Ibid. Caesar, Ivi.
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 Augustus forbade their republication in a letter written to
 his librarian, Pompeius Macer.1

 Suetonius says that when young, Caesar followed the
 rhetorical method of Strabo Caesar (i.e. no doubt of his
 relative C. J. S. Caesar, who was killed in 87 in the Marian
 massacres. His words are 'species eloquentiae, dumtaxat
 adulescens adhuc, Strabonis Caesaris secutus videtur.' 2

 It was after the return of Marius from his exile in 87 B.C.,
 and when the latter and Cinna dominated the fortunes of

 Rome, and doubtless in 87 B.C., that Caesar secured the first
 step on the ladder to fame and fortune. This was by the
 influence of his uncle and of his future father-in-law. He was

 then thirteen years old, and was selected (destinatus is the
 word used by Suetonius) for the office of Flamen Dialis, or
 High Priest of Jupiter, the senior god of Rome, an office which
 was handsomely endowed.3 Long compares the appointment
 with that of Giovanni de' Medici, the son of Lorenzo the
 Magnificent, who was made a cardinal in his thirteenth year.
 In the case of Caesar, however, the appointment was inchoate
 and apparently never finally ratified. The previous occupant
 of the office was Cornelius Merula, one of the victims of
 Marius, who had committed suicide in the Capitol on the return
 of the Dictator from exile. The post, as we learn from
 Tacitus,4 was not in fact definitely filled up again till the
 time of Augustus.

 Suetonius tells us that Caesar lost his father when he was

 sixteen years old (i.e. in 84 or 85 B.C.). While he still wore the
 praetexta, or robe with the purple border (that is while he was
 still under age), he had been affianced to Cossutia, a lady of
 simple equestrian rank (i.e. belonging to the bourgeoisie),
 who was rich; but he repudiated her and made a much
 more useful match with Cornelia, daughter of the consul L.
 Cornelius Cinna.5 He must then have been very young, not
 more than seventeen or eighteen, and the marriage was prob-

 Suetonius, Caesar, lvi. See Peter, Hist. Rom. Fragmenta, 202, 10 a.
 2 Suetonius, Caesar, Iv.  s Ibid. i.
 I Annals, iii. and viii.  5 Suetonius, Caesar, i.
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 ably arranged by his mother. It not only allied him to the
 greatest political figure in Rome now that Marius was dead,
 but tied him still more closely to the democratic party of
 which Cinna had become the leader on the death of Marius.

 Not long after was born Julia, his beautiful daughter, who
 became the wife of Pompey.

 Caesar's father-in-law, the consul Cinna, succeeded to a
 fairly peaceful heritage. The bandits who had followed the
 behests of Marius and had committed so many crimes at his
 bidding were put to the sword, to the number of 4,000, by the
 Celtic troops of Sertorius, and the citizens were no doubt
 glad of a surcease from outrage and crime, and willing to
 obey a commonplace ruler who did not disturb them with
 revolutionary proposals; and it came about that from 87-
 84 B.C. inclusive Cinna was continuously consul, regularly
 nominating himself without consulting the people, thus, as
 Mommsen says, 'constituting himself a tyrant in the ancient
 sense of a self-appointed, irresponsible ruler. No other chief
 of the popular party, before or afterwards, possessed so
 absolute a power in Italy and in the greater part of the
 provinces for so long a time almost undisturbed as Cinna.'
 He re-enacted the Sulpician law, giving increased freedom
 to the Italian burgesses, and got it confirmed by a decree of
 the Senate. Sulla's reactionary institutions were cancelled.
 The restrictions on the importation of grain were relaxed, and
 a new colony was founded in 83 B.C. at Capua, while a law
 was passed forcibly reducing debts to a third of their actual
 amounts, and cancelling the balance in favour of the debtors.1
 Meanwhile a large number of senators and other prominent
 aristocrats who had been banished or who feared for their lives

 went to the East, and found shelter in Sulla's camp there.
 Sulla's position at this time was a singular one. He was

 in command of the most powerful army controlled by the
 State, which had won a succession of very notable victories
 against great odds, largely by the tenacity and resourcefulness
 of its commander, and had shattered the power of Mithridates.

 I Mommsen, iv. 70.
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 He had imposed an enormous tax on the Asiatic province,
 punished the murderers of Roman citizens in the late outbreaks,
 and laid a heavy hand on the pirates. His soldiers were devoted
 to him, as was the cowed oligarchic party at home. In spite
 of his military rank and honours he had been outlawed, his
 home had been razed and his country estates laid waste, and
 Appius Claudius, Metellus, and other distinguished patricians
 had been treated with similar harshness, while his camp was
 crowded with fugitives of high rank and distinction. Like
 the French emigres they were eager to march on the capital
 and wreak their vengeance on the hostile democrats, and had
 no doubt been carefully nursing plans for destroying the base-
 born clowns, as they probably thought most of the popular
 leaders who had so ill-used them and their friends. Sulla

 now wrote to tell the Senate that he had terminated the war

 against Mithridates, and he proposed returning to Italy. He
 promised to respect the rights of the newly enfranchised
 burgesses, but let it be known plainly that the crimes recently
 committed would be drastically punished, and that he meant
 to see justice done to those who had been wronged or
 banished. His proposals for an arrangement were rejected
 by the Senate, and Cinna having set out with an army in-
 tending to embark for the East to oppose the great general,
 his troops mutinied at Ancona and killed him. This was a
 heavy blow no doubt to Caesar, whose uncle and father-in-law
 had for so many years with one short interval been the
 supreme rulers of Rome, while he had meanwhile no doubt
 enjoyed everything to the full that fortune and inclination
 suggested to him, without either the responsibilities or
 restraints of office. He had been learning politics in the best
 of schools, namely where history was being made in the most
 dramatic way. As Froude says,' It may be supposed that he
 had witnessed Sulla's first return to Rome, the camp fires in
 the Forum, the Octavian massacre, the return of his uncle
 and Cinna, and the bloody triumph of the party to which his
 father belonged. He had more lately seen the downfall and
 expatriation of Marius, the temporary triumph of the aristo-
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 cratic party, and the resuscitation of his own.' The pendulum
 of politics had indeed swayed to and fro during his short life
 at Rome, and he was just at the age when such scenes make
 an indelible impression.

 Sulla's home-coming from the East was slow and me-
 thodical, for he had first to cross the seas; and after landing
 to try and conciliate the Italians, whom his party had so long
 excluded from the franchise and who now mustered a much

 larger force than he could command to oppose him. This
 he did by confirming their newly acquired rights with solemn
 engagements. He also had to mollify the doubts and fears
 of a great crowd of middle-class people to whom the restora-
 tion of the oligarchy was as threatening as the return of the
 French nobles after the Revolution was to the farmers and

 shopkeepers of France.
 His undisguised intention, however, was to be the cham-

 pion of the class to which he belonged and which had been
 cruelly treated by the democrats. There was not, perhaps, a
 noble family in Rome which had not lost a relative, or had not
 had an outrage perpetrated upon some female member of it or
 even some child, and his followers were eager for vengeance,
 and as cruel as Cromwell's soldiers were after the massacres in

 Ireland. Sulla, in response to their thirst for blood, did not
 scruple to enact a terrible revenge. He landed at Brundu-
 sium, the modern Brindisi, and made his way slowly and
 deliberately through Southern Italy against foes who greatly
 outnumbered him, but who consisted of raw levies of militia
 drawn from the farmers, and not, like his veterans, of disciplined
 troops. The first campaign secured him Apulia, Picenum,
 and Campania. The younger Marius proved a worthy son of
 his father in energy and daring. His father's old soldiers
 joined his standard, as did levies from Etruria, the districts of
 Cisalpine Gaul, and the more dogged citizens of Samnium
 and Lucania, who had recently during Cinna's lax regi'me
 recovered a good deal of their old independence, and even
 struck coin in their own name. In these districts the fight
 was a fierce one, quarter being neither asked nor given.
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 Sulla marched from Campania straight on Rome, and met
 and defeated the army of Marius 40,000 strong at Sacri
 Pontus, killing or capturing one-half of them. The rest fled
 to the fortresses.

 Marius now ordered his friends to abandon the capital,
 but before doing so he contrived a fresh proscription to destroy
 what still remained there of the old senatorial party. His
 ferocity (he was only twenty) reminds one of that of St. Just
 at the end of' The Terror.' Sulla was ably helped by
 Metellus, under whom he despatched an army to the country
 of the Po. The armies of the two generals marched from
 one success to another in a very difficult, stubborn and cruel
 war, and at length the peninsula was subdued except Sam-
 nium, always the last to give in.

 The Samnites determined in their despair to surprise and
 destroy Rome itself, where there were few available troops
 except volunteers. It was ' the forest,' according to the
 rhetoric of their leader,' where the wolves who had robbed
 Italy of freedom were harboured,' and they determined to
 demolish it. Their exasperated bands encamped about a mile
 from the Colline Gate on November I, B.C. 82. When Sulla
 heard of the terrible danger to all that he valued most in the
 world, and notably to the country of which he was ever a most
 loyal if ruthless son, he hastened to the rescue. When he
 arrived he ordered his men, though fatigued, to at once attack.
 The fight lasted all night and into the day following. The
 position was only secured by the desertion of a division of the
 enemy. ' Rome was saved. The army of the insurgents, for
 which there was no retreat, was completely extirpated.' The
 prisoners who had been captured, together with their generals,
 were massacred to the last man. ' It was a ghastly execution
 and ought not to be excused,' says Mommsen. I am bound
 to say that this is not an altogether obvious comment on the
 position, which was one of those tremendous dangers which
 justify any remedy involving terror or cruelty. Never was
 such a State in such dire danger of destruction, and nothing is
 more certain than that if the victory had gone the other way,
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 and it might easily have done, the whole history of the world
 would have been changed. Rome would assuredly have been
 destroyed and its inhabitants exterminated. The danger
 and the provocation had been stupendous-no wonder that
 the red blood now flowed without stopping, and that pity and
 mercy were deaf and blind.

 Praeneste soon after fell. Its commanders committed

 suicide, the senators who were found there, together with the
 Praenesteans and Samnites, were put to the sword, and the
 rich city was given up to pillage. Norba saw there was no
 hope in surrender. It resisted until its gates were opened by
 treachery. The citizens thereupon slew each other and then
 set fire to the town. Neapolis, Capua and Nola were all
 presently captured or surrendered.

 'As to the Samnites,' says Mommsen, 'the Dictator
 declared that Rome would have no rest so long as Samnium
 existed, and that the Samnite name must therefore be ex-
 tirpated from the earth.' He undertook a raid in order to
 devastate the country, captured Aeserna, and converted that
 hitherto flourishing and populous region into the desert which
 it has since remained. Tuder in Umbria, Populonia in
 Etruria, and Volaterrae in the same district, were all stormed
 and ruined, and the garrison of the last, although it sur-
 rendered, was put to the sword. ' The victorious army was
 distributed throughout Italy, and all the insecure townships
 were furnished with strong garrisons ; under the iron hand of
 the Sulla officer the last palpitations of the revolutionary and
 national opposition slowly died away.'

 It is necessary to relate and remember these grim and
 terrible facts, since without them clearly in view, and without
 their consequences in the shape of the poverty, ruin,
 desolation and devastation which they brought upon large
 parts of Italy, it is not possible adequately to understand the
 events that soon after followed. We shall not quite do
 justice to the position if we, however, concentrate our
 attention entirely on the destructive side of such a tornado as

 I Mommsen, iv. 92.
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 Sulla's was. We must turn our eyes further afield. It may
 well be that the homogeneousness, solidarity and cohesion of
 the Roman polity in after times, which enabled it to garrison
 the rest of Europe without the danger of outbreaks at home,
 were due eventually to the inexorable way in which Sulla
 applied his theories of finally and definitely pacifying Italy.
 Cruel as it may sound, it may be nevertheless true that if
 Cromwell's work in Ireland had been completely instead of
 only half done, our domestic troubles since might have been
 much mitigated. The Senate, at Sulla's request, now ap-
 pointed him Dictator, and thus after a lapse of 120 years
 the twenty-four lictors and the axes in the fasces were again
 seen attending the steps of an irresponsible ruler, appointed not
 as earlier dictators had been to prosecute a special war or in
 times of special danger, but meaning the surrender for a term
 by a whole people of all its civic rights to one strong man,
 with the avowed mandate of sweeping away the previous
 system of government and its officers. Every public officer,
 civil or military, who had served under Cinna was outlawed.
 Terrible lists of proscribed people, as in the French
 Revolution, were prepared. Upon these lists reckless and
 wicked men, who professed to be worshippers of the rising
 sun, inscribed the names of their personal enemies and those
 whose goods or honours they coveted. Spite and hate had
 a fine harvest, and the profession of informer became a
 peculiarly profitable one. Men of wealth and consequence
 on the liberal side were slaughtered wholesale and their
 property confiscated, to be divided between the informers and
 Sulla's friends and soldiers. A reward equivalent to 5oo/.
 was offered for the head of every scheduled -person who had
 not been apprehended. The work of sweeping out the
 popular cause was done with grave deliberation, and utterly
 regardless of any other guilt in the victims than their possible
 danger to the reactionary re'gime. Appian speaks of fifteen men
 of consular rank, forty senators and 2,600 equites, or merchants,

 having thus perished; Eutropius and Orosius of twenty-six
 consular personages, seven former praetors, forty aediles and
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 200 senators; and Valerius Maximus makes up a total of
 4,700 men of education and fortune who came by their end
 in this proscription, while 12,ooo allotments were carved out
 of their property and were distributed among the soldiers
 and friends of Sulla.

 While at Rome the proscription was largely limited to
 the upper ranks ; in Italy whole classes were destroyed. The
 Samnite race, as we have seen, was virtually exterminated and
 the Etruscan community was almost stamped out for no
 other crime than that of struggling for the franchise, and
 thus a great recruiting ground for splendid soldiers was
 desolated. The Roman nobles were at least determined that
 there should be no more social wars. ' There were no trials

 and no pardons. Common report or private information was
 at once indictment and evideice, and accusation was in it-

 self condemnation.' Froude rhetorically says that Sulla's
 excesses exceeded those of Marius as much as the insurrec-

 tion of the Beggars of Holland was exceeded by the bloody
 tribunal of Alva. This was doubtless so, but the limitations
 of revenge on such occasions are not always measured by
 equitable considerations, as our own suppression of the Indian
 mutiny may teach us. Among the leaders of the great
 struggle on the popular side young Marius committed suicide
 as Napoleon ought to have done at Waterloo, Carbo fled to
 Africa and Sertorius to Spain, where, as Mr. Warde Fowler
 says,' he kept the Marian watch-fire smouldering for many
 a year until Caesar himself had grown to mature man-
 hood.'

 There must have been exuberant exaltation in the

 patrician palaces of Rome as Sulla marched into the city
 with all the emigrants who had sheltered in his camp, and
 who, like those of France in 1815, came back, having learnt
 nothing and forgotten nothing save their own troubles and
 losses. No wonder they almost deified the great soldier with
 the golden locks, blue eyes and the mulberry tinted cheeks
 who had saved them and destroyed their foe. Appian tells
 us they dedicated a gilded statue in his honour in the Forum
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 with the inscription Cornelius Sulla Imperator Felix.' The
 same writer and V. Paterculus tell us he styled himself
 Faustus. Plutarch says that the trophies in his honour
 erected among the Greeks were inscribed Lucius Cornelius
 Sulla Epaphroditus (Favourite of Venus). The title of Felix,
 which he favoured the most, descended to his descendants,
 among whom was the governor of Judaea before whom Paul
 was brought.

 Plutarch enlarges on the hitherto unmatched military
 achievements of Sulla in the wars from which he had returned

 to recover Rome for her friends. He had had to contend,
 he says, with princes, consuls, generals and tribunes of the
 highest influence and ability. 'Who,' he asks, 'among the
 Romans was more formidable than Marius and among the
 kings more powerful than Mithridates, or among the people
 of Italy more warlike than Lamponius and Telesinus?
 Yet he banished the first, subdued the second, and killed the
 two others. Not only so, but he fought the battles of his
 country on the plains of Boeotia against unnumbered enemies
 while still expelled from his home, with his household ruined
 and his friends killed. When Mithridates offered him his

 alliance against his Roman foes he would not even return
 his salutation till he had promised in person to give up the
 province of Asia, to surrender his ships, and to restore
 Bithynia and Cappadocia to their kings. He won so many
 battles and killed so many myriads of enemies that it was
 not possible to number them. Twice he captured Rome and
 he took the strongly fortified Piraeus at Athens by storm.
 His " triumph" was specially notable for the gold and silver
 which he exhibited, and for the royal spoils which he dis-
 played and which were a novel spectacle; but what was
 most notable in the pageant was the long procession of exiles
 who had fled or been expatriated, and were now restored
 to their wives and children, including some of the noblest
 citizens of Rome.' 2

 The terrible tornado with which Sulla's return over-

 De Bell. Civ. i. 97.  2 Plutarch, Lysander and Sulla, iv. and v.
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 whelmed the hopes and fortunes of the popular party at
 Rome, by a kind of miracle passed over one young democrat,
 whose fortune it was to effectually reverse all that Sulla's
 name stood for, namely, Gaius Caesar. Although he was too
 young to have been directly embroiled in the recent policy
 of Marius and of Cinna, his connection with them both by
 blood and sympathy was so close that, however white his
 hands, it is strange that the nephew of Marius and the son-
 in-law of his successor should have escaped with his life. It
 was doubtless due to his highly connected relatives, and these
 were to be found on both sides in politics. It will be remem-
 bered that three Caesars, all doubtless his kinsmen, had
 recently been consuls. He not only saved his life, but dared,
 even as a mere boy (which he then was) to openly flout the
 all-powerful Dictator.

 Sulla demanded from him as the price of his clemency
 that he should divorce Cinna's daughter and resign the
 titular office of Flamen Dialis which he held. He refused to

 do either. Thereupon the dower he had received with
 Cornelia was forfeited, as was part of his paternal heritage,
 while his connection with the Sacred College was cancelled.

 Pompey and Piso were more complacent when a similar
 demand was made upon them. They both put away their
 wives at the Dictator's demand. Pompey divorced, with some

 cynicism, Antistia, the daughter of the advocate Antistius,
 and Piso, Annia, the widow of Cinna.1

 Having dared to defy Sulla, who was as ruthless as he
 was omnipotent, Rome was no longer a safe residence for
 Caesar. He accordingly left the city and went to the Sabine
 country, where he moved his sleeping quarters every night
 for greater safety, although suffering from ague. There he
 was made prisoner by a centurion named Cornelius Phagita
 while being carried about in a litter, and only escaped dire
 punishment by bribing that officer with two talents-i.e. 500oo.

 It was lucky for him that he had influential friends on
 I Plutarch, Pompey, viii. ; Veil. Pat. ii. xli.
 2 Suetonius, Caesar, i. and lxxiv.; and Plutarch, Caesar, i.; Veil. Pat. ii. xli. 2.
 T.S.-VOL. I. F
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 both sides. Among those who interceded for him were the
 Vestal Virgins, who were probably friends of his religious
 mother, and who were privileged to make such appeals in
 certain cases. His mother's brother, Aurelius Cotta, and
 Mam. Aemilius Lepidus, who became consul in 77 B.C., and
 was a friend of the family, together with other relatives
 and illustrious men, also pleaded with Sulla for him. The
 Dictator at length relented and consented to spare him, but
 according to both Suetonius and Plutarch he warned them
 that behind this proud and attractive youth was concealed
 more than one Marius, and that he would some day destroy
 their party. This story probably came from Livy and reads
 like an ingenious posthumous invention. Appian moralises
 on the fact that he who had spilt so much blood with
 impunity should have spared the dangerous boy. Caesar,
 although he had thus escaped, determined at the instance of
 his friends to leave Rome, which was a dangerous place for
 a suspect in these times.' We will follow his footsteps
 presently.

 Having destroyed the popular leaders as far as he could,
 Sulla once more set to work to place the State irrevocably, if
 possible, in the hands of those he deemed its really legitimate
 rulers-namely, the aristocratic party. He doubled the
 number of senators out of the patrician order, and by
 cancelling the power of the censors to revise the lists, and by
 removing those who were unworthy, he made them 'peers
 for life in a Single Chamber which he meant to be omnipotent.'
 He enacted that in future senatorial vacancies were to be

 filled up from the Curule classes only-namely, from retired
 consuls, praetors, aediles and quaestors, which was not an
 unwise suggestion. To exclude the influence of what he
 no doubt deemed demagogues, he provided that no one who
 had been a tribune of the people should afterwards be chosen
 for any other office. He re-enacted the provision restricting
 the initiative in legislation and the trial of causes to the

 I Suetonius, Caesar, i. 45; Plutarch, Caesar, i.; Macr. Sat. ii. 3, 9;
 Cats. Dio, xliii. 43.
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 Senate, and took away their former rights in these respects
 from the popular assembly and the tribunes. The latter
 were also deprived of their right of veto in public affairs,
 retaining it only in private ones. The equestrian courts
 introduced by the Gracchi, which were composed of the
 wealthy middle class, were abolished, and courts in which
 senators alone werejudices, or jurymen, were appointed as in
 former times in their place. The staffs of the colleges of priests
 and augurs were increased to fifteen, and the decemviri sacris
 faciundis who had charge of the Sibylline books were again
 made self-elective and co-optative. The number of quaestors
 was raised to twenty-four and that of praetors to eight, while
 it was provided that the consuls after their year of office were
 to be charged with the government of the consular provinces,
 and the praetors were to be similarly charged with the
 praetorian ones. To meet the case which had arisen fre-
 quently latterly in the cases of Marius and Cinna of consul-
 ships extending over several years, it was provided that ten
 years should elapse between any man's first consulship and
 his second. A man must be forty-three years old before he
 was competent to stand for the consulship, and he must
 previously have filled the offices of quaestor and praetor, like
 a Lord Mayor of London must previously have been a sheriff.

 The popular assembly was no longer to be summoned
 when the tribunes deemed it right, but only on the Senate's
 initiative. The members of the Senate were only to be
 tried by their peers, and were themselves to be the judges of
 every other order. Free grants of corn which had filled the
 city with idle vagrants were abolished. To the Senate was
 confided the appointment of provincial governors, and to
 provide that august body with a suitable guard to put down
 disturbance and protect the right of voting, there were en-
 rolled Io,ooo picked slaves belonging to proscribed gentle-
 men, who were manumitted en bloc, and known as Cornelians,
 as Peel's policemen were known as Bobbies and Peelers.
 Sulla insisted that the great offices of State should be
 filled in regular order, first the quaestor, then the praetor,

 F2
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 then the consul. Notwithstanding his own acts in invading
 the Forum with his legions, he attempted to legislate for
 the prevention of similar things in future by extending the
 laws of Saturninus and of Varius in regard to 'Majestas,'
 and everyone in future who attacked the State, violated the
 Tribunician veto such as it was, interfered with the magistrates
 in the exercise of their functions, together with every magis-
 trate who degraded his office, every provincial governor who
 left his province with his troops, or excited them to revolt, or
 surrendered to the enemy, or allowed prisoners of importance
 to buy their liberty, was to be deprived of the use of fire and
 water. By. his law de Falsis Sulla specially punished the
 forgers of coins and of wills, the perpetrators of other frauds,
 and those who bought or sold free men; and he further passed
 a severe law, termed de Sicariis, for the punishment of
 murderers, incendiaries, parricides, false witnesses and false
 judges. By his law de Repetundis again, he punished praetors
 who made cruel exactions. He provided that no governor
 was to leave his province without permission from the Senate
 or to lead his army out of it, and on the appointment of a
 successor he was to surrender his post in thirty days, leaving a
 copy of his accounts in two towns of his government. He for-
 bade governors from exacting anything beyond what the law
 allowed, and greatly curtailed the expenses of the embassies
 it had been their fashion to send to Rome. He established

 eight superior courts, presided over by the eight praetors,
 each with jurisdiction in a special class of cases, and he
 forbade the challenge of more than three judices. Hitherto
 this power had been exercised on a large scale.

 According to Plutarch' he also passed laws on public
 morals to strengthen the ties of marriage and to arrest the
 abuses of divorce, and also enacted a number of sumptuary
 enactments to prevent excessive luxury. He also enlarged the
 limits of the city, and extended the boundaries of Italy from
 the Aesis, the modern Fiumesine, to the Rubicon, the modern
 Pisatello.2 The most far-reaching of his reforms was the

 Sulla, 33, and his Parallel between Lysander and Sulla, 3.  * Strabo, v. I, ii.
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 final concession he persuaded his party to make of the full
 citizenship to all free Italians from the Rubicon to the
 Straits of Messina, and he thus became the definite founder
 of the full political unity of Italy.

 As this was not accompanied by any adequate provisions
 as to voting, it rendered public voting in the popular
 assemblies at Rome most uncertain, and in fact ridiculous, for
 it could be controlled at any moment by crowds of Italians
 brought in specially to vote. This concession, however, was
 the first practical confession by the conservatives that the
 city parliament had ceased to be a suitable legislative authority
 for the Empire.

 When we analyse these famous Cornelian laws, and con-
 sider in what a short time they were passed and their general
 good sense and prudence, it greatly increases our regard and
 respect for the genius and capacity of Sulla. There had
 not been such effective and far-reaching reforms in the
 Roman polity proposed by anyone before. They were
 presently matched by Caesar, as they were in modern times
 by Napoleon, a curious fact since all three men were ex-
 ceptionally brilliant soldiers as well as legislators. If Sulla's
 administrative changes were not destined to live, many of
 his legal reforms lasted and were incorporated in the Roman
 Code.

 Where Sulla failed was more because of the insolubility
 of the problem on what he deemed orthodox lines, than from
 any lack of skill and courage in his effort (the last one that
 was really tried on an effective scale) to limit the control of
 the affairs of Rome to the class which had dominated them

 in what he no doubt thought its golden age. He forgot that
 what might have been an ideal method of governing a city
 was impossible when applied to the government of an
 empire. Sulla's scheme, in so far as it was meant to crush the
 democracy, seems almost perfect on paper. After virtually
 exterminating the democratic leaders, he put the Senate
 upon a foundation which seemed impregnable and made it
 the creature of the oligarchy. His party thought he had
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 conquered the revolution, as he had won in every venture in
 which he had been tried. One thing he could not provide
 against, and oligarchies seldom can, namely the intervention
 of a powerful army under a successful general. By special
 provisions he decreed that the legions were not to be allowed
 to encamp in Italy and were to be maintained in the provinces,
 but Sulla himself could not prevent an army marching from
 outside Italy to Rome as his own had marched, nor treating
 his Senate as he had treated that of Marius and Cinna. He

 had himself supplied the key to the method by which his
 own work could be undone, namely by appealing from the
 law, which is the only safeguard of an oligarchy or a republic,
 to his own arbitrary will and choice.

 When he had settled the national affairs and made them

 as he thought safe, Sulla withdrew from active politics to his
 country house to indulge his taste and passion for luxury and,
 according to Plutarch, for dissipation, libertinism and frivolity.
 There he had collected pictures, statues and manuscripts, and
 Pliny reminds us that among the paintings was the repre-
 sentation of the presentation to him of a grass crown by his
 soldiers during the Marsian, or Social, war, which was held to
 be a very high, as it was a coveted, distinction shared by few
 great soldiers. There also he wrote his Memoirs. He was
 a fine scholar and equally at home in Greek and Latin, and
 it is a great pity that his autobiography is lost; but it was
 liberally used by later writers, notably by Plutarch, and
 largely colours the views they took of his time. He outlived
 his retirement only a year. Luxury and idleness soon kill
 men whose lives have been full of energy and work. He died
 in the year 78 B.C. at the age of sixty. It was the fashion of
 the Cornelii to bury their dead, not to burn them. His friend
 Philippus, who foresaw that in future disturbances his grave
 might be desecrated, advised that Sulla's body should be
 burnt, lest he should presently have the same fate as Marius
 whose body the soldiers had dragged from its tomb and torn
 in pieces. Italy never witnessed a grander funeral ceremony.
 His body was carried to Rome in a gilded coach on which
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 were the insignia of the Dictator and the 2,000 golden crowns
 sent by the towns of the Empire. His veterans escorted it
 from Pozzuoli to Rome, and the army marched in attendance
 as at a triumph, while the trumpets blared, and women
 scattered perfumes on the route followed by the favourite
 of the gods on his last triumphal march. The Senate, the
 magistrates, the vestals, the priests, all in their robes, and
 the equites attended it to the Forum, whence it was carried on
 the shoulders of senators to the Campus Martius, where the
 old kings alone had hitherto been buried, and there the body
 was burnt. Such was the quantity of spices, says Plutarch,
 brought in by women that, exclusive of those carried in
 210 great baskets, a figure of Sulla was made entirely of
 cinnamon and of the choicest frankincense. The body was
 no sooner laid upon the pile than a brisk wind blew it
 into a strong flame and it was immediately consumed. It
 was only when the pile had burnt down that a great rain
 fell, so that his fortune attended him to the last.

 There is a peculiar grimness in the epitaph on his tomb,
 which according to Plutarch he wrote himself: namely, that
 'none of his friends ever did him a kindness and none of his

 enemies a wrong without being fully repaid.'
 Unlike Marius, he was too proud and disdainful to parade

 his talents, and perhaps it was the genuine religious feeling of
 a conservative Roman noble which induced him, as Plutarch
 says, always to attribute his successes to Fortune rather than
 to his own merit or valour. He expressly said of himself
 that he 'was born for fortune rather than war.' He called

 his son and daughter, Faustus and Fausta, and he appealed
 to the goddess Fortuna, like Admiral Togo appealed in our day
 to the virtues of the Emperor, as his guerdon of victory. He
 bade his friend Lucullus depend upon nothing more than
 that which heaven directed him to in the visions of the night-
 i.e. to the inspiration of his dreams. We are told he carried
 about with him a small golden image of the Delphic Apollo.
 When hard pressed on one occasion he kissed it and said,

 I Plutarch, Sulla, chapter 38.
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 'O Pythian Apollo, who hast conducted the fortunate Cornelius
 Sulla through so many engagements with honour, thou wilt
 not let him fall ingloriously at the threshold of his home by
 the hands of his own fellow-citizens.' 1 This attitude seems

 to imply that he genuinely felt he was a mere instrument of
 the gods in what he had done. His perpetual good fortune
 was in fact treated by Seneca as a crime of the gods them-
 selves. Deorum crimen erat Sylla tam felix.2 Pliny is even
 more bitter. He says of him that' alone up to this time he
 had claimed the style of" Happy" [Felix], and this forsooth
 because of the citizens' blood he had shed and the oppression
 he had laid on his country. What claim had he to such a title
 but that of massacring and proscribing so many thousands of
 his fellow-subjects ? " Unhappy " ought in fact to have been
 his title. Those were more fortunate who perished in those
 times, seeing that posterity sympathised with them, while
 there was no one who did not detest Sulla.' 3 We can judge
 the matter more coolly, or perhaps cynically, now, and can
 detect a measure of political wisdom in Sulla's organised
 terror. Like most Romans he was no doubt cruel, ruthless,
 and implacable, and did not in any way value human life in
 pursuing the path which he had cut out for himself. He
 depopulated large parts of Italy, and replaced the old in-
 habitants by colonies of his veterans in order no doubt as he
 thought to prevent the greater evil of perpetual revolts and
 civil wars, such as the Samnites and Italians had repeatedly
 provoked; and he decimated and trampled on the popular
 party in order to prevent anarchy and disorder from replacing
 the well-ordered State of whose achievements he was so

 proud. That Rome to which his loyalty never faltered he
 thought had been made and could only be sustained by high-
 born patricians, whose fortitude had always been equal to
 any sacrifice and who had alone inherited a genius for
 government.

 Such was Sulla in his public life. In his private capacity,

 I Plutarch, Sulla, chapter 29.  2 Cons. ad Marciam, 12.
 ' Pliny, Hist. Nat. vii. 44.
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 measured as a man, he has been described as a proud, im-
 perious autocrat, contemptuous above all men of popular
 rights. He had, indeed, a disdain for mobs and the cant of
 popular liberty, but, as Froude says,' he was free from any
 touch of charlatanry. He was true, simple and unaffected,
 and ever without ambition in the mean and personal sense.'
 A great statesman, a great soldier, and a typical Roman
 patriot of the old aristocratic pattern.

 We will now return again to Caesar.
 The famous and prosperous town of Mytilene in the

 island of Lesbos had deserted Rome in the first Mithridatic war,
 and been in close alliance with the great Pontic ruler Mithri-
 dates, the most powerful sovereign of the East, against whom
 Sulla had fought so fiercely and successfully. When Sulla
 returned to Italy, Lucullus, whom he had left in charge of the
 Roman forces, proceeded to attack the islanders and to lay
 siege to Mytilene. He gained some successes but failed to
 capture the town, and thereupon apparently left Asia. He
 was replaced in his command, as Suetonius tells us, by a
 propraetor named M. Minucius Thermus.

 Caesar, realising how dangerous Rome had become for
 him, determined, like other aristocratic young men of his
 station, to see some soldiering, and accordingly got himself
 attached as a tent-companion (contubernator) to the propraetor
 just named, who sent his handsome and attractive aide-de-
 camp to Nicomedes, king of Bithynia, one of the rulers of
 Asia Minor, then under the tutelage of the Romans. This was
 about 80 B.C. Caesar was commissioned to secure the help of
 a Bithynian fleet, with which he was to return to Lesbos.
 While he was on this errand, which he carried out successfully,
 he was the guest of the Bithynian king, Nicomedes III. The
 familiarity and friendship extended to him by his host led in
 later times to the promulgation of slanderous stories about
 their intimacy. I shall revert again to the story, and at
 present need only say that it was entirely, so far as we can
 judge, the product of the bitter struggles of a few years later
 when Caesar became all-powerful, and it was necessary if
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 possible to destroy his character. No charge would be more
 difficult to meet and none more fatal to his career if it

 had been generally believed, for, as the author of the 'Vie de
 C6sar' says, notwithstanding the general looseness of manners
 this particular offence met with unusual reprobation even in
 the army, and Marius rewarded a man with a special crown
 for having had the courage to kill a nephew of the Consul
 himself who had attempted an indignity upon him. For a
 Roman noble with the highest connections and social position
 to have submitted to become the victim of the lust of a

 foreigner, whatever his rank, would have been an intolerable
 blow to the sense of Roman pride and dignity, for which
 nothing could have atoned. That Caesar's magnificent career
 became possible is the best proof that these lampoons were as
 little believed and heeded by the men of real influence as the
 political scurrility of the eighteenth century was in England.
 The siege of Mytilene was now pressed, and at length, pro-
 bably in 79 B.C., the town fell. Caesar took part in the attack,
 when he saved the life of a Roman soldier, for which he was
 duly awarded a civic crown, which, as Froude happily says,
 was the Victoria Cross of the Roman army.'

 After the capture of Mytilene Caesar went to see a very
 different kind of fighting. The Southern coasts of Asia Minor,
 Lycia, Pamphylia, and Western Cilicia, were at this time the
 home of a most pestilent nest of pirates, who desolated the
 Eastern seas, and spared neither temple-treasures nor defence-
 less towns. The Romans, who had been hitherto very lax in
 policing their Eastern waters, now made a strong effort to
 eradicate the evil, and in 675 A.V.C. (i.e. 79), sent the consul
 Publius Servilius, a capable commander, to undertake the
 task. He was now joined inter alios by the recently decorated
 Caesar.2 Mommsen has well condensed the results of the

 campaign. 'P. Servilius,' he tells us, ' defeated the piratical

 I Suetonius, Caesar, ii. ; Pliny, xvi. 4; Aulus Gellius, v. 6; Lucan, i. 358;
 Livy, Epit, book 89, and the coins.

 2 Drumann speaking of this war says, Nur Suetonius 3 sprickt von Caesars
 Mitwirkung (op. cit. iii. 129, note 6).
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 fleet in a bloody engagement, and then proceeded to destroy
 those towns on the South coast of Asia Minor which served

 them as anchoring and trading stations. The fortresses of
 the powerful maritime prince Zenicate-Olympus, Corycus,
 Phaselis in Eastern Lycia, and Attalia in Pamphylia, were
 reduced, and the prince himself met his death in the flames of
 his stronghold Olympus. A movement was next made against
 the Isaurians, who on the N.W. of the rough Cilicia, on the
 Northern slope of Mount Taurus, inhabited a labyrinth of steep
 mountain ridges, jagged rocks, and deeply cut valleys, covered
 with magnificent oak forests, a region which is even at the
 present day filled with reminiscences of the old robber times.
 Servilius led the first Roman army over the Taurus, and
 broke up the strongholds of the enemy, Oroanda and, above
 all, Isauria itself, the ideal of a robber town, situated on the
 summit of a scarcely accessible mountain ridge, and com-
 pletely overlooking and commanding the wide plain of
 Iconium.' From this war P. Servilius acquired for himself
 and his descendants the surname of Isauricus, and the young
 soldier of fortune who had joined him, Caesar, no doubt learnt,
 in a mode of fighting requiring the exercise of continual
 resource and personal initiative, some of those lessons he put
 in practice so ably in Gaul and Britain at a later day.

 After the death of Sulla, Caesar once more returned to
 Italy, to find things there much changed. The slaughters
 and confiscations of the Dictator had played havoc among
 his relatives and friends, and there were few indeed left in the

 popular party who had either prestige or influence. He
 himself, although still so young, had a notable position, for,
 apart from his family connections, the crowd could not forget
 that this handsome and gifted young man whom they again
 saw in the streets of Rome, was the nephew of Marius and
 the son-in-law of Cinna, and while he was, on the one hand,
 the representative of the proud Julian house, he was, on the
 other, tied to themselves by indissoluble bonds of sentiment
 and conviction.

 The position was, however, a trying one, and well fitted
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 to test the nerve and judgment of so young a person, for
 although Sulla was dead his party was still nominally
 dominant, and any indiscretion on his part would have been
 sharply punished. Things were not, however, in reality
 so flourishing for the aristocrats as they seemed. It is a
 curious fact that notwithstanding Sulla's extraordinary pres-
 tige, popularity and fame, he had not been able to secure
 the election of both his own candidates for the consulship in
 his last year, and he was much piqued when M. Ae. Lepidus,
 a person unfriendly to himself although a professed optimate,
 was elected as the colleague of Catulus, who had fought by
 his own side against the Cimbri. Lepidus probably owed
 his success at the polls to the votes of the equites, or rich
 mercantile class, whose judicial functions Sulla had cancelled,
 and who probably dreaded a period of retrograde legis-
 lation.

 Oddly enough, Lepidus was also supported by the high-
 minded and brilliant young soldier Pompey, and this although
 Lepidus was suspected of having exacted large sums of
 money from the people while governor of Sicily. Cicero puts
 him as only second to Verres among the spoliators of the
 provinces. Being afraid of the popular vengeance, and
 probably also urged by his wife Apuleia, the daughter of
 Saturninus, the turbulent tribune and advanced democrat
 previously mentioned, he abandoned the patricians, joined
 the opposition, and carried a resolution for the resuscitation
 of a measure initiated by the Gracchi, which was directly
 contrary to Sulla's enactments: namely, the distribution of
 largess among the poor. He proposed, in fact, selling grain
 to them at the price of 61 asses, or three silver pence, for
 5 modii. Mommsen calculates that the number thus relieved
 was about 40,000, at the cost of about 40,oool. to the treasury.
 This only whetted the popular appetite. Lepidus himself
 had, in addition, ulterior views unattainable, however, at that
 time by peaceful means. He no doubt aimed at overthrowing
 the galling yoke of the aristocrats and he apparently fostered
 the general discontent. An outbreak which took place in
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 Etruria during his consulate was attributed to him, and when
 his term of office was over he openly joined the rebels. He
 made strong appeals to Caesar to join him, and in truth the
 latter was under obligations to him, for he had been among
 those who had pleaded for clemency when his life was
 threatened by Sulla. The appeal of Lepidus was seconded
 by his brother-in-law, the younger Cinna. It is plain, how-
 ever, that while he may have approved of some of his aims,
 Caesar altogether disapproved of the violent and illegal
 methods by which Lepidus sought his ends. He was always
 consistently in favour of constitutional methods of reform
 only.

 The rebellion of Lepidus did not last long. After suffer-
 ing two or three defeats he fled, and presently-i.e. in 77 B.C.-
 died in Sardinia, and his followers went to join Sertorius in
 Spain. It showed uncommon tact and foresight on the part
 of Caesar when so young that he should neither have com-
 promised himself in the rebellion of Lepidus nor yet have
 forfeited the confidence of the crowd.

 Let us try to realise the manner of man he was at this time.
 His biographers tell us he was tall (for an Italian), well set up
 and graceful, with impetuous and lively spirits. He had black
 penetrating eyes, an Italian sallow complexion, and a strong,
 well-shaped Roman nose of an aquiline type. His lips were
 somewhat full and pursed together with the corners slightly
 drawn down, and his forehead was high, intellectual, and
 nervous-looking and prematurely bald. His neck as repre-
 sented on his busts was, as remarked by Froude, remarkably
 sinewy and thick, beyond what might have been expected
 from his generally slender figure,1 and his head was well set
 back upon it, so that he appears on his coins as always
 looking friend or foe straight in the face. When young his
 features were round, but in after years they were marked by
 strong lines and rigidity, giving him a remarkable appearance

 I It is curious that Mr. Gladstone used to tell me that he attributed his

 extraordinary vitality and unwearied mental activity to his having an unusual
 development of the great blood vessels in his neck, which, he argued, supplied an
 unusual current of blood to his head.

This content downloaded from 128.163.2.206 on Mon, 27 Jun 2016 02:52:52 UTC
All use subject to http://about.jstor.org/terms



 78 TRANSACTIONS OF THE ROYAL HISTORICAL SOCIETY

 of keenness, thoughtfulness and severity. He had a harmo-
 nious and stirring voice, and a noble restrained air and
 gesture in speaking.'

 His constitution, originally fragile, was strengthened by
 frugal habits and by bodily exercises. He was an excellent
 horseman, and Plutarch says he had learnt to ride with a
 loose rein and with his hands tied behind him.2 Suetonius

 adds that he was a practised swordsman and swimmer.
 Neither eating nor sleeping gave him much pleasure, and
 were merely indulged in as necessities.3 He eventually
 trained himself to sustain great fatigue and privation. His
 extraordinary vitality became almost morbid, and we are in
 fact told that on two occasions, one at Cordova and the other
 at Thapsus, he had some nervous seizure which was perhaps
 epileptic.4

 He was apparently from early days particularly careful
 about his person, shaved very assiduously and wore his hair
 artistically arranged on his forehead, which enabled him
 when older to disguise his baldness. Cicero tells us that he
 used to scratch his head with a single finger so as not to
 disarrange his toilet. His dress also was that of a leader of
 fashion. His toga was generally ornamented with a purple
 border, edged with fringes reaching to his hands, and tied by
 a loose girdle in a careless fashion about his hips, a costume
 patronised by the effeminate and elegant beaux of the period.
 According to Cassius Dio,5 he also surrounded himself with
 luxurious furniture, such as pictures and statues, and wore
 rich jewels, notably a ring on which was represented his
 famous ancestress the goddess Venus, duly armed. But
 these affectations did not mislead good judges of men like
 Sulla and Cicero, who recognised behind them all a powerful
 and dominating personage. His was, indeed, a rare com-
 bination of an aristocratic bearing and appearance with a
 masculine temperament, in which were united the highest and

 I See Cicero, Brutus, lxxv.; copied by Suetonius, Caesar, Iv.
 2 Plutarch, Caesar, xviii.  3 Vell. Pat. ii. 41.
 * Suetonius, Caesar, liii. ; Plutarch, Caesar, xviii. and xxix.  5 xliii. 43-
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 most carefully trained mental gifts and an extraordinary
 memory.' He had an ample command of fine rhetoric, an
 invincible courage both physical and moral, and a remarkable
 control of temper and emotions. These sterling qualities
 were united to an affectation of Sybaritic effeminacy, and to
 the affable and polished manners of a high-bred gentleman
 and man of fashion, which made him a leader among the
 golden youth of Rome and a very attractive personage to
 cultivated women. As Froude says, he was conspicuously
 endowed with that high breeding which the Romans called
 humanitas.

 The easiest and best recognised way by which the
 ambitious youth of Rome at this time acquired political
 notoriety (which is often the precursor of fame) was by
 prosecuting or attacking people in conspicuous positions
 for some dereliction of duty, and it mattered little whether
 they succeeded or not, they might acquire fame in either
 event. Caesar now, in 77 B.C., at the age of twenty-three,2
 proceeded to attack Gn. Cornelius Dolabella, one of Sulla's
 supporters, who was a very powerful personage, for he had
 been Consul, had enjoyed a triumph, and had been governor
 of Macedonia. Caesar accused him of malpractices while
 there, and had to face the practised oratory of Hortensius
 and L. Aurelius Cotta on the other side. Dolabella was

 acquitted, the court having probably been composed of
 Sulla's partisans,3 but Caesar made a great speech on the
 occasion which was long remembered. Tacitus says it was
 still read in his day with admiration.4 This prosecution
 of Dolabella no doubt made the latter his bitter enemy,
 and explains his subsequent rancour against him.

 Plutarch, himself a Greek, and who perhaps had special

 Pacatus, Panegyric on Theodosius, xviii. 3, who names him in this behalf
 with Hortensius and Lucullus; see also Pliny, Hist. Nat. vii. 25.

 2 Tacitus is apparently mistaken in saying twenty-one; see Vie de C/ar,
 266, note 4.

 S Valerius Maximus, viii. ix. 3; Suetonius, Caesar, ii. ; Plutarch, Caesar, 4;
 Vell. Pat. ii. 43.

 4 Tacitus, Dialogue on the Orators, xxxiv.
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 knowledge of the facts, tells us that on this occasion many
 cities of Greece supported the action of Caesar, in acknowledg-
 ment of which he sided with them in their subsequent
 prosecution of Gaius Antonius Hybrida for having at the
 head of his cavalry plundered some districts in Greece when
 Sulla returned from Asia.1 Plutarch says further that the
 latter cause was tried before Marcus Lucullus, the former
 praetor of Macedonia, and Caesar was so eloquent that the
 defendant appealed to the tribunes, declaring that he was
 not on equal terms with the Greeks in Greece, which looks
 as if Plutarch meant that the atmosphere of the court was
 Greek. Antonius was also acquitted. Six years later, how-
 ever, he was again charged with the same offence, and was
 then driven from the Senate by the censors. Tacitus also
 speaks of Caesar's defence of a certain Decius, the Samnite.2
 These proceedings enhanced his reputation and popularity
 with the crowd, while the part he took in defending oppressed
 Samnites and Greeks also made him popular with them
 (especially the latter). The influence of the Greeks at this
 time at Rome, through their culture and widespread educa-
 tion, was very great; while they had the power of modifying
 reputations by their command of the literary forces of the
 Empire. His success as an orator no doubt encouraged
 Caesar to follow in the wake of his early friend and com-
 panion, Cicero, and to adopt the profession of an advocate,
 which at Rome was a ready way to political influence; and
 he determined to go, to Rhodes, which was then the centre
 of literary and philosophical studies, and on account of its
 attitude towards Mithridates had been treated with special
 favour by Sulla. It had become a kind of Oxford for the
 higher education of the Roman gentry. Especially famous

 Plutarch, Caesar, iii., who wrongly calls Antonius, Publius; see Drumann,
 op. cit. iii. I30, note 4; Asconius, in Toga Candida, pp. 88, 89; Cic. p. M.
 Tullio, 8.

 2 Dialogue on the Orators, xxi. He was probably the same person who is
 named by Cicero, pro Cluent. lix., and who fled from Sulla's proscription
 and was protected by Aulus Cluentius. In the MSS. of Cicero he is called
 Cn. Decitius. Vie de Ce'sar, i. 267, note 3.
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 was it for its School of Rhetoric, and the finish of the style
 and purity of language there taught.

 A characteristic story is told of Caesar on his way out to
 Rhodes by more than one writer. The earliest source to
 which I can trace it is Fenestella, who flourished in the
 reign of Tiberius. His Annals are lost; but an epitome,
 or perhaps table of contents, of them is preserved by
 Diomed, a grammarian of the sixth century. One clause
 of this reads 'Quemadmodum Caesar a piratis captus sit
 utque eos ipse postea ceperit et decollaverit,' showing
 that Fenestella had told the story. The best report of the
 adventure is contained in Plutarch, who used Fenestella
 elsewhere, and probably derived this saga also from him.
 It illustrates the reputation for readiness and nerve which
 Caesar had acquired when still young, and is also a good
 picture of the utter state of lawlessness to which the Medi-
 terranean had been reduced at this time by the pirates.
 He tells us that Caesar, having been captured by some
 pirates near the island of Pharmacusa (one of the Sporades),
 now called Fermaco, at the head of the Gulf of Assem
 Kalessi.2 They asked him for a ransom of twenty talents,
 or about 4,5oo/. He spontaneously and laughingly offered
 them fifty, and sent his dependants, including his Milesian
 slave, Epicrates, to the neighbouring towns to raise the
 money, retaining only one of them, a doctor, and two
 slaves by him. Caesar, we are told, held the pirates in
 great contempt, and used to send and order them to keep
 silence when he wanted to sleep. Thus he lived thirty-eight
 days among them more as if they had been his guards than
 his keepers, and joined in their games and exercises, wrote
 poems and orations, and rehearsed them to the pirates; and
 when they expressed no admiration he dubbed them dunces
 and barbarians, and often threatened to crucify them. This
 freedom delighted them, while all fears of his escape were
 disarmed by his practice of not discarding his girdle and

 I Hist. Rom. Frag. Peter, p. 278.
 2 Vie de Cisar, i. 268, note I.

 T.S.-VOL. I. G
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 shoes. When the ransom arrived from Miletus and he

 was free, he manned some vessels and proceeded to attack
 his late hosts, whom he found at anchor near the island.
 He captured most of them, together with the ransom he had
 given them, and transported them to Pergamus. When
 Silanus, the praetor, hesitated about punishing them, as he
 was anxious to sell them as slaves and thus make a profit of
 them, Caesar took the case into his own hands and crucified
 them.' Suetonius says it was only their bodies which were
 hung on crosses after they had been previously strangled,
 and cites this as a proof of Caesar's humanity.2 As Junius
 Silanus was propraetor of Asia from May 76 to May 75
 B.C.,3 this fixes the date of the above adventure. Thus
 for the second time had Caesar ransomed his life for

 money.4
 Caesar now proceeded to Rhodes to prosecute his studies.

 About the same time M. Aurelius Cotta (doubtless his
 maternal uncle) was nominated governor of Bithynia, which
 had been left as a heritage to the Roman people by its king
 Nicomedes, and with Lucullus he was ordered to oppose the
 threatened invasion of the Roman possessions in Asia Minor
 by Mithridates, the great king of Pontus.

 Cotta was beaten by the latter near Chalcedon, and the
 Pontic king proceeded to attack Cyzicus, then in alliance
 with the Romans. Meanwhile, Eumachos, a general of
 Mithridates, slaughtered all the Romans in Phrygia, and
 occupied several of the Southern provinces of Asia Minor.3
 Things would have been desperate but for the loyalty of

 I Plutarch, Caesar. See also Suetonius, Caesar, v.; Polyaenus, :2rpa'r07r id,
 vii. 23; and Veil. Pat. ii. 41.

 2 Suetonius, Caesar, lxxiv.; Vell. Pat. ii. 41 and 42.
 S Pliny, ii. Ioo.
 Drumann says that Caesar went to Bithynia ' wo Junius [i.e. J. Silanus]

 sich gerade aufhielt, wahrscheinlich um zu bewirken, dass Rom den Kdnig Nico-
 medes III. beerbte, und als der Prokonsul aus Eigennutz die Piraten zu verkaufen

 befahl, kam er vor dessen schreiben nach Pergamum und liess sie kreuzigen.'
 Suetonius, iv. 74; Veil. Pat. ii. 41, 3-42, 3 ; Val. Max. vi. 9, 15 ; Plutarch,
 Caesar, 2; Crassus, 7; Poly. viii. 23, I.

 5 Suetonius, Caesar, iv.
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 the Galatian king Deiotaros, who opposed the enemy with
 courage and success.

 Meanwhile a diversion was made by the young student
 of law at Rhodes, whose career we are tracing. Learning
 how matters were, he abandoned his studies, and, with the
 combined daring and faith in himself which eventually won
 him so many successes, he set out for Caria, where he raised
 a body of mercenaries, drove away the Pontic general, and
 inspirited the cities in the neighbourhood to resist, until
 Lucullus presently came to the rescue.

 Caesar's part in this business was probably exaggerated
 by his panegyrists. He was still young and inexperienced.
 As Mommsen truly says, on such occasions not much can be
 done by mere volunteer corps, and he points out what were
 the really efficient factors in securing the defeat of Mithri-
 dates.

 The return of Lucullus put matters in the East in a more
 cheerful position, and, there being no longer any specially
 urgent reason for his remaining, the young advocate returned
 to his studies at Rhodes, where his master was Molon, the
 most renowned of the teachers of rhetoric, who had been sent
 by the Rhodians as an ambassador to Rome in the year
 84 B.C.1

 Let us now return to Rome again and try and realise the
 condition of things there after the death of Sulla. Sulla
 imagined that he had devised a perfect scheme for maintain-
 ing the supremacy of the old aristocracy, but all he could in
 fact do was to refurbish the old time-weathered machine and

 to hedge it round with various defences. What he could
 not supply was a fresh graft of moral qualities to the
 human tree that grew there. The old Senate of Rome had
 deserved its power and its reputation because its members
 were devoted to their country and to their public duties, led
 simple, austere lives, and had the virtues of a race which

 As Drumann shows, he has been confounded with Apollonius Malakos, who
 is mentioned by Strabo, xiv. 2, 3. Both came from Alabanda in Caria, and
 both lived at Rhodes.

 G2
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 was law-abiding, fiercely brave, never daunted by danger
 or disaster, and ready to make any sacrifice for the common
 weal. Their descendants were very different men. They
 had become for the most part rich and self-indulgent
 Sybarites. Holding great names, descended from renowned
 ancestors, their private amusements and dissipations were
 largely their first thoughts; their gardens and their collec-
 tions of art, their daily theatres and extravagant banquets,
 their unblushing vices and excesses, satisfied their ambition.
 Refined, cultivated, humane in this sense they were no doubt,
 but they had lost the art of being exemplary citizens, they
 had forgone the industry by which the soldier, the statesman
 and the orator are made. In times of great difficulty and
 harass such as the commonwealth had had to face in the

 previous half century against foreign enemies and domestic
 foes, and especially in the more difficult matter of administrat-

 ing a vast new empire for which there were no precedents,
 the degenerate descendants of the old stock of aristocratic
 statesmen and administrators had too often failed, and had
 brought the commonwealth to great distress. Hence why
 such a career as that of Marius was possible for a mere
 rough, uncouth, and uninstructed peasant-soldier, like many
 of the Roman emperors of the fourth and fifth centuries, and
 like Suvaroff and Mass6na in much later times : very good in
 the barracks and on the field of battle, he was utterly unsuited
 to rule a State, and in many ways a travesty of a liberal
 leader. He, indeed, brought the liberal cause into discredit
 by his excesses and his barrack-yard theories of civil
 administration. The supplanting of the old senatorial
 control by this new-fangled military Caesarism, of which
 Marius was the real originator, is easily explained. It
 means that men were content to tolerate it as something
 strong, rather than longer endure the decrepitude of sena-
 torial administration abroad and at home. Hence also the
 explanation of such a career as that of Sulla, who became
 the most powerful dictator and autocrat the State had yet
 seen without any very obvious personal aims, but merely as
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 the depositary of the supreme executive functions of the
 Senate, for which he professed to be only acting vicariously.
 He showed in his own person that the old order of things
 had passed away, and that the concentrated power and de-
 cision of one man had somehow become a necessity to avoid
 national shipwreck. What Marius and Sulla inaugurated
 (no doubt very largely necessarily, and unwittingly) was
 bound to be imitated. For a return to the methods of the

 old Republic it was necessary to man the State with old
 Republicans, and the available men were no more like their
 ancient representatives than the titled ribalds who surrounded
 Louis XV. or our Charles II. were like the knights of
 St. Louis or the companions of Simon de Montfort.

 This was not all; it was not merely the men, it was the
 machine that was utterly unsuited to the new conditions.
 A city like Athens or Rome could be governed by assemblies
 of citizens called in the market-place, and having the last
 decisive word in critical matters of policy. When, as in early
 times, the free men of Rome and Athens were in essence, if
 not in name, inborn patriots and men of affairs, and had un-
 bounded confidence in themselves and their capacity to
 compass anything, and were morally as well as physically
 exemplary citizens, the State, which meant the city, was well
 governed by such assemblies. But Rome, having conquered
 Italy, had eventually subdued almost the whole civilised
 world, and to profess to govern such an empire by the mere
 burgesses of the old city and its environs, who were to meet
 and decide most far-reaching decisions as heretofore in their
 public assemblies in the Forum, was impossible. It would
 have been a grotesque experiment even if Rome was what it
 had once been-namely, an ideal Rome, but now that its
 citizens were recruited by all kinds of alien elements, who
 were demoralised by debt and poverty and dissipation, by the
 crime and disease of a great city, by a pressing load of a
 crowd of unenfranchised slaves, by the decay of martial
 instincts, and by the corruption of morals and its life, the
 case was hopeless. For such a Rome to profess to govern
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 the Italians, not by the picked and selected men of the
 Empire, but by its own demoralised crowd, shouting and
 voting for revolution, while both hands were meanwhile held
 up for largess in the market-place, was assuredly, as Sulla
 ought perhaps to have guessed, a ridiculous anachronism.
 It was no longer, as it had been in the political fights of
 the past, a question of whether the class of Romans with
 great names and great experience-the patricians-should
 concede a part of the government to another class, the
 plebeians, who recruited the legions and tilled the soil,
 and were the finest citizens in the universe, their own
 free fellow-townsmen. The latter class Sulla knew had

 largely disappeared, and he fought his hardest, therefore, to
 deprive the dregs that remained of any real power. In
 default he fell back upon those who had, at least, prestige
 and had given too many hostages to fortune to readily
 indulge in revolutionary changes. He might have succeeded
 if his Senate had shown any real capacity, and if, as I have
 said, the State had been limited to the old city on the Seven
 Hills; but his Senate proved worthless. Its most vigorous
 and worthy men had probably been destroyed in the recent
 massacres, and the city had, as we have seen, grown until,
 like the famous grain of mustard seed, the tree had over-
 spread the earth. It is perfectly clear to us that however
 good Sulla's intentions, they were really unattainable and
 fantastic, and we might wonder that, with the shrewd instinct
 and deep insight which he possessed, he had not seen how
 futile his remedies in essence really were. If we are tempted
 to think so, let us remember how long we ourselves took to
 discover the lesson. The oligarchy which fought John at
 Runnymede struggled, as we know well now, chiefly for their
 own privileges, but they were great men physically and
 morally. The fifteenth century saw the same class dwindle
 away and disappear, but who at Bosworth could have fore-
 seen that the real hope of things lay not in these panoplied
 knights, but in the middle classes who shared their education
 and their patriotism, and were going to supplant their power ?
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 No more could Sulla have seen that the same class, whom
 the Romans styled equites, were the most hopeful element
 left in the community. On the contrary he scorned them, as
 the old Whig nobles scorned the tradesmen who began to
 elbow them in the early eighteenth century. He deprived
 them of their rights and privileges, and when they showed
 fight he slaughtered them mercilessly as men of more or less
 sordid ideals. Nor yet did he see until misfortune compelled
 him (and even then very grudgingly), that those Italians who
 spoke but dialects of his own speech and were made of
 pretty nearly the same paste as the Romans themselves,
 were worthy of ordinary civic rights and entitled to share in
 the common responsibilities of government. They provided
 a large part of the soldiery, and indeed of the more stable
 educated classes in the community, and were fairly free
 from the pestilential moral taint of the capital, of which
 Marius once, when in a cynical mood, remarked that it
 mattered little whether another sewer or two were opened
 into that cesspool. The Gracchi had fought hard for the
 solution of the great difficulty which was now conceded, and
 so had many other brave men who had suffered in conse-
 quence. Now that this aim was secured it was only a partial
 gain. Enfranchised Italy only went as far as the Rubicon.
 England had her own problem of the same kind, but on
 a different scale, when she refused her colonies self-govern-
 ment. Her 'social war' ended in the independence of the
 United States. The earlier concession of civil rights to the
 Italians might have saved Rome from many critical dangers
 and difficulties, but it was contrary to the theory of the Old
 World to concede such rights by those who possessed the
 blue blood of hereditary freemen, whether aristocrats or
 yeomen farmers, and they had to be won in Italy, as else-
 where, by forcing in the door when the house was threatened
 with collapse.

 The enfranchisement of the Italians was, however, only
 one of the wrongs that was crying loudly for redress, which
 was opposed by the ruling caste, and which the cast-iron
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 constitution of Sulla rendered, and was meant to render,
 impracticable, and making it plain that that constitution
 could not live long, for it would not work. What was needed
 was a man with insight and foresight who should devise
 a scheme by which the old civic constitution of Rome should
 be adapted to governing an empire, and strong enough to
 overcome the perpetual non possumus of the privileged caste.
 The old mantle, brocaded and embroidered as it was with
 many gems and marks of distinction, was too much like
 a strait-jacket, and one less stately, but more ample and
 simple, had to be found to cover the shoulders of the infant
 who had become a giant. This was not so plain to the
 historians, biographers and rhetoricians who preserved the
 history of these times, however. With them the Golden Age,
 when it disappeared, was destroyed by violence and tyranny,
 and did not decay away and become obsolete from its in-
 adaptability. To them the cause of freedom was not what
 we mean by freedom. For the most part they were the
 relatives, allies, clients, or spokesmen of the great families,
 and freedom meant to them the exclusion of vast masses of

 men from any political or civil rights or privileges unshared
 by their cattle. To them it really meant the freedom to retain
 and enjoy advantages by those who were born with them.
 The Senate which they glorified and held up to admiration
 was a mere oligarchic council, as much as the councils of the
 Greek and Italian so-called republics were. To Livy and
 Tacitus Rome meant the patricians, whose ancestors founded
 the State. Caesarism, which they hated, may have been
 good or bad, justified or unjustified, but it is a huge mistake
 to suppose that the enemy which it opposed and fought was
 democracy in our sense. A good and patriotic and benevolent
 oligarchy may be the ideal form of government. It was so
 once at Athens, Venice, and at Florence for a short time.
 A bad and vicious, corrupt, selfish and cruel oligarchy, on
 the other hand, is probably the worst form of tyranny
 conceivable. Under another name we have blushed at such

 a one and at its deeds recently in Russia; the later Venetian
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 State presents us with another example. It was an effete
 and worn-out and vicious oligarchy with which what is
 called Caesarism fought, and which Caesarism eventually
 vanquished, and be it remembered that when Caesarism
 finally won it maintained the Roman Empire for. fifteen
 centuries,

 Notwithstanding Sulla's proscriptions and the strengthen-
 ing of the hands of the Senate due to him, there were many
 elements of dissatisfaction ready to take advantage of the
 passing away of the strong man. Among them may be
 named the jurists, who objected to the sanction of some of
 his laws. Some of the aristocrats themselves were not

 averse to reform-the Whigs, in fact, of the Roman aristo-
 cracy. There were also the old democrats, whose leaders
 had been decimated, but who still formed a large body of
 public opinion; the freedmen, who complained of the in-
 completeness of their franchises; the rich men and capitalists,
 who were treated by the grandees as the merchants of Vienna
 are treated by its feudal aristocracy; the large proletariat
 class in the capital, mostly with socialistic views; those
 whom Sulla had dispossessed and ruined and proscribed, who
 formed a very large and impoverished class; and those who
 had ruined themselves by dissipation and extravagance, or
 had lost their characters. These various elements composed
 a motley but a powerful body, such as easily becomes dominant
 when the political power in a State is condensed in its
 capital, Meanwhile the rapacity of the senatorial provincial
 governors and their agents, and the corruption and venality
 of the senatorial courts gave only too many opportunities
 to the sharp-tongued demagogues and forensic orators, by
 innuendo and direct attack, to destroy the credit of the
 ruling caste. Cicero, who was now emerging into notice,
 did this effectually among the higher classes by his public
 attacks on Verres and other governors, and his appeals to
 the Senate to reform itself and to itself punish such evil
 doers. A more effective oratory was addressed to the men
 of the pavement by the demagogues. The speech of one of
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 them has been preserved, and is most interesting from its
 likeness to similar oratory with which we are familiar. The
 speaker was the tribune Licinius Macer, a famous literary
 man, and he answered, therefore, to a modern Radical don at
 Oxford. 'What a difference,' he said, 'between the rights
 you inherited from your ancestors and the slavery to which
 Sulla has reduced you! Those whom you appointed to
 defend you have turned against yourselves the powers you
 gave them, and have submitted to mere successful soldiers,
 who have seized the treasure of the legions and the provinces.
 The rivals who strive to defeat each other do so only to see
 which of them is to be your master. They have pursued one
 consistent course, namely to take away your only weapon,
 the tribunitian power. Do not dignify slavery with the
 name of repose. If you do not arrest the evil they will
 make your chains even stronger.

 ' What is there to be done, then? Give over shouting
 instead of acting, and of losing sight of liberty directly you
 lose sight of the Forum. Inasmuch as all power eventually
 rests with you, you have the right to have your orders obeyed.
 Are you to wait until Jupiter or some other kind of god sends
 you favourable auspices, and meanwhile to ratify and obey
 the commands of the consuls and the decrees of the fathers?

 What reason is there why you should bear arms? Why not
 take a new departure? Be determined to shed no more of
 your own blood. Let them command and govern as much
 as they like. Let them enjoy their triumphs alone. Let
 them fight Mithridates and Sertorius with the images of their
 gods. Refuse to share the fatigues and dangers while you
 are refused a share in the good things of life; and, lastly,
 do not let your mouths be closed with the paltry doles of
 grain, which amount merely to a slave's ration, as if you
 only wanted to avoid dying of hunger.' Is not this the very
 language of Bebel and Jaurbs in our own day?

 Thus did the demagogues play with fire. With such
 blistering words scattered among the discontented crowd, it
 may readily be seen that there was plenty of material for
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 an outbreak against the aristocrats if only a leader conld be
 found.

 The only possible leader left who belonged to the old
 liberal aristocrats was Caesar's maternal uncle, L. Cotta.
 He was a member of the Pontifical College and was a famous
 orator. He became consul in 75 B.c., and during his con-
 sulate he passed a law revoking that of Sulla by which no
 one who had been a tribune was precluded from becoming
 a candidate for any other great office. This had been passed
 to prevent demagogues from reaching positions of great in-
 fluence. The next year Cotta, who had meanwhile become
 proconsul in Gaul, died, and his death was no doubt a serious
 blow for Caesar, who was still at Rhodes studying rhetoric,
 and to whom a high-placed relative at this time would no
 doubt have been useful. His friends, however, secured for
 him his uncle's place in the Pontifical College.

 Having completed his studies at Rhodes, Caesar returned
 home again, well equipped as a speaker and imbued, no doubt,
 with copious draughts of Greek philosophy and political
 wisdom, and also with the royal gift of effective speech.
 Plutarch tells us he was reputed the second best speaker
 in Rome in his time. His style became so excellent that
 it is specially praised by Aulus Gellius--gravis auctor linguae
 latinae he calls him.' Tacitus says that, like Brutus, he had
 also written verses which he put in the public libraries. He
 speaks in his usual acid way of the two authors in question
 as poets quite as feeble as Cicero, but more fortunate since
 fewer people knew that they had written poetry.2 Suetonius,
 however, quotes some lines of Caesar's in memory of Terence
 which are graceful and discriminating. They are as follows:-

 Tu quoque tu in summis, o dimidiate Menander,
 Poneris, et merito, purl sermonis amator,
 Lenibus atque utinam scriptis adiuncta foret vis,
 Comica ut aequato virtus polleret honore,
 Cum Graecis neve hac despectus parte iaceres 1
 Unum hoc maceror ac doleo tibi deesse, Terenti.3

 I Op. cit. ii, r6.  2 Tacitus, Dialogue on Orators, xxi.
 * Suet. de Vir. illus., opera ed. Roth, 294.
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 Velleius Paterculus (ii. 43) says that on his return to
 Rome, Caesar, in order to escape the pirates, crossed the
 Adriatic with two of his friends and ten slaves in a boat pulled
 by four oars. We must look upon him at this time as merely
 a brilliant young barrister of high birth, who championed the
 popular cause with skill and devotion, and attacked the high-
 born who were distasteful to the crowd. He was well-known

 to and popular with that crowd, as Brougham and O'Connell
 were similarly popular with us and for similar reason; with
 the further advantage that he was of blue blood, and related
 to some of the foremost actors in politics of the previous
 quarter of a century. He returned to Rome in the latter
 part of the year 74 B.C. and was then twenty-six years old, and
 anxious, no doubt, to begin that career in the Forum and the
 Senate for which his ambition, high birth, and talents naturally
 pointed him out. His first step was to become a candidate
 for the tribunate, which, though shorn of much of its ancient
 glory by Sulla, was still a ready way for reaching the ear of
 the crowd.

 The tribunes at this time were of two classes, those called
 comitiati, who were elected and performed magisterial functions,
 and those nominated by the consuls and generals, who were
 called rufuli because they were appointed under the law of
 Rutilius Rufus, each one of the latter being assigned a
 command of I,ooo men. It was doubtless to the former
 class that Caesar was now elected by a large majority over
 his opponent, Caius Popilius. He was probably assisted in
 his candidature by the rumours which had reached Rome
 of the civic crown he had won at Mytilene, and the cynical
 bravery he had shown in his attack on the pirates; and he
 thus gained the first step in his marvellous march towards
 the dictatorship. It would be absurd to suppose that he at
 this time contemplated a greater career than other able and
 ambitious youths who were his contemporaries. Men cannot
 see the possibilities and potentialities that lie before them
 until they have risen above many obstacles to their vision.
 The horizon that limits an empire can only be seen from
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 a very high mountain top, accessible to only a very few; and
 with the eye of an eagle.

 At this time it is probable that Caesar's ambitions were
 limited to trying to secure the ordinary prizes open to a clever
 and enterprising young man of family at Rome.

 [The following remarks were made by Mr. J. Foster Palmer, M.R.C.S.,
 L.C.P., Hon. Auditor, who had prepared a Paper on the subject of 'Political
 Assassination ' (with special reference to the fate of Julius Caesar) which could not
 be read as in extenso owing to the pressure of the existing arrangements for the
 current Session.]

 Great as has been shown to be the influence on Caesar's

 career of his early environment, that of his later 'friends,
 enemies, and rivals' was perhaps equally great on the final
 acceptance of his ideals by the Roman people.

 One of the factors which have tended to make the in-

 fluence of Caesar permanent was his murder at a critical
 period of his career by one of these later friends, enemies and
 rivals, for Brutus may be included in all three categories.
 Caesar was killed, but Caesarism prevailed. The Roman
 Empire, which was in reality the direct outcome of that of

 the Caesars, only came to an end Ioo years ago (18o6). I
 am not concerned to decide whether the growth of Caesarism
 had, in the long run, a good or an evil effect, or whether the
 act of Brutus was right or wrong. I have discussed this on
 another occasion. From an ethical point of view-i.e. as far as
 the ethics of Stoicism would carry him-he was undoubtedly
 right. No lower code than that of Christianity could have
 taught him a better way. A truer judgment would have
 prevented him, but in this he was deficient. In proportion
 as his moral sense was high, his intellect was low. From the
 point of view of success he was absolutely wrong. He raised
 what he tried to destroy. He might have known this, but
 his mental vision was hopelessly narrow and contracted. A
 mind like Caesar's would have acted differently. It was not
 exactly a matter on which he could ask Caesar's opinion, but
 if he could have done so, and if Caesar could have given an
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 unbiassed opinion he would have said: 'No, my boy;
 you had better not. You will only do more harm than
 good.'

 Political assassinations, I believe, constantly have this
 result. They belong to no age or country. They are due
 in their inception to an inherent defect in human reasoning,
 and, in their continuance, to an absolute inability to read
 aright the lessons of the past and apply them to the present
 and future. The immediate effects of these crimes have

 dazzled men's minds, while their more remote and lasting
 effects have been lost sight of. All this is perfectly obvious
 to thinking men, but assassins are not thinking men. They
 are men of one idea, and consequently men of ill-balanced
 minds: monoideists, morbidly sensitive to suggestions both
 from within and from without, but not prone to reason.
 Nearly all political murders thus defeat their own ends; and
 the sequence is a natural one. Great leaders of men are not
 usually originators. They are exponents of other men's
 thoughts. They have the power to grasp prevalent ideas
 not yet clearly expressed, and convert them into words and

 actions. They are not indispensable. They further the
 cause; they give tangibility to the ideas; they do not create
 them. The leader, let us suppose, is removed by assassina-
 tion; but the idea remains and finds another exponent. The
 assassination draws special attention to the victim and his
 cause. Latent talent and energy are aroused, and other
 leaders, who had been content to follow, but who are quite
 able to lead, come to the front, and the cause receives an
 unexpected accession.

 This took place in the case of Caesar and his cause. The
 murder of Julius Caesar is the great standing type of all
 political assassinations before and since. In it we see at
 work all the factors attending those strange phenomena
 which seem to be an inevitable condition of national and
 political life. If, in committing such crimes, any man was
 ever actuated by noble and patriotic motives, and had, in
 appearance, sound justification for his act, it was Brutus.
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 All national tradition was in his favour. Italy was, and still
 is, the very home of patriotism. The history of Rome ever
 pointed to tyrannicide as the virtue of virtues. The tyranny
 of the Claudii and the Tarquins was ever before men's minds.
 A repetition of such must be avoided at all costs. Even
 Horace's satire:

 Cur non

 Hunc Regem jugulas? Operum hoc, mihi crede, tuorum est,

 was, to Brutus, no satire, but the expression of a plain and
 imperative duty. He knew the sacrifices that had been made
 to establish the Republic and maintain it intact, and no
 sacrifices, not even that of his dearest friend, could be too
 great to keep it so still.

 Yet his act, noble as it was, stultified itself. The spirit
 of Caesar dead was a far more potent foe to Brutus and his
 cause than the body of Caesar living. The legend of the
 ghost of Caesar appearing to Brutus represents, in metaphor,
 an actual fact, as many such traditions do. It has a real
 meaning in the impression made by Caesar's mind and will
 on those who came after him. In this sense it would be
 understood by the educated Romans of the day, and probably
 also by Plutarch himself. If I were to say that I had, in the
 present century, seen, though in an attenuated form, the
 ghost of Caesar, there could be no doubt as to my meaning,
 and there was none to an intelligent reader of Plutarch.
 The impression was intense. The very system, the very
 spirit Brutus attempted to crush, was revived and perpetuated,
 and became a living reality, and this was largely due to his
 attempt to crush it. It is always absolutely futile and
 unprofitable to inquire what would have happened if some-
 thing else had not happened. So, at least, historians always
 tell us, and then immediately begin to inquire. Following
 such excellent examples we may inquire what would have
 happened if Caesar had not been murdered? Ten years
 of absolute power would have brought to light some of his
 shortcomings. Diminution of mental power, which had
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 already begun to show itself, would inevitably have brought
 about mistakes. He would have shown himself to be fallible

 and human. But his murder at this crisis saved him. The

 act of Brutus resulted not in crushing Caesarism, but in
 a long line of Caesars, all greater tyrants, all inferior rulers,
 and all men of greatly inferior intellectual power and capacity
 to the man he slew; potent chiefly in the reflected glory of
 the dead Caesar, whose name they bore or assumed. It
 resulted too in the deification of some of the lowest types
 of the human race. And not only the immediate successors
 of Caesar, but the Holy Roman Empire itself, which lasted
 so many centuries, sprang, on the secular side, out of the
 ashes of the dead Caesar.

 The effects of the crime of Brutus, indeed, have hardly
 passed away even yet. The influence of the reaction it
 produced may be traced in the rise of that senseless theory
 of ' Divine right' as applied to rulers of later times, a theory
 which has no possible logical basis even, except in the great
 Roman world-empire, one and indivisible, of which, as
 Professor Bryce tells us, the so-called empires of modern
 times are mere local imitations or burlesques.

 This foolish idea has been at the root of many evils. It
 has been made an excuse for unbounded tyranny; has
 produced unreasoning loyalty to undeserving monarchs, such
 as our own Charles I., for instance, and brought about all the
 horrors of civil war. It has developed in this country into
 the Jacobite rebellions and their terrible sequels; in France
 into the mutually destructive factions of Legitimism and
 Imperialism, and in Spain into that of Carlism.

 These results, of course, may either be regarded as ideally
 good and soul-inspiring or intrinsically bad and mentally
 degrading according to our point of view; but, which-
 ever they are, they are the normal sequence of a crime
 committed by one of the world's ancient heroes, committed
 for the express purpose of obviating such results, and by one
 to whom such a sequence would have been abhorrent in the
 highest degree. The effect too was the greater on account of
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 the high character of the criminal, for it appears to be
 characteristic of this special form of crime that the extent
 of its reactionary influence is in a direct ratio to the intrinsic
 virtue and purity of motive of him who commits it. The
 contrast between his general life and his special act makes a
 more striking impression than if they had been in agreement.

 Two instances, one in ancient and one in modern history,
 may serve to illustrate some of the sequences above referred
 to. The murder of Philip certainly did not put an end to
 the Macedonian conquests. Indeed, could any possible event
 have had a greater influence in increasing their number and
 importance than the removal of Philip, resulting, as it
 necessarily did, in the rise of Alexander to the vacant
 throne? The cause of Philip was favoured by his death
 through the advent of a far greater leader.

 On the other hand, the murder of the Young Pretender,
 foolishly instigated by the English Government, was not
 accomplished, but his cause collapsed. If there was one
 thing that made the Jacobite cause impossible it was the
 Young Pretender himself. His murder might have made
 things different. For then there would have come to the
 front, by the necessity of birth, a man at least of character
 and stability of purpose. Content to efface himself in his
 priest's office he would, no doubt, in this event have consented
 at the' call of duty to lead the declining cause. What the
 result would have been no one can tell, but the chances of
 a Jacobite restoration would certainly have been increased;
 for it would have had for its exponent, in place of the feeble,
 licentious, drunken Charles Edward, the firm, conscientious,
 and self-disciplined Henry Stuart.

 T.S.-VOL. I. H
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